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MARRIAGES,  ANU  IMIRCES. 

Dr.  S.  W.  Dike’s  Report  for  the 
Tear  1888.  / 

Hl«  Statement  Before  the  National 
Itelonu  League— An  AimlyeD  of  the 
Forthcoming  Keport  of  Col.  Wrlltht 
on  Marriage  and  Mtvorce  in  the 
United  States. 

At  the  annual  meeting  of  the  National 
Divorce  Reform  League  held  yesterday  in  the 
office  of  Judge  Bennett,  No.  10  Tremont 
street,  Rev.  S.  W.  Dike,  L.L.  D„  the  corre¬ 
sponding  secretary  made  his  report:  Mr. 
Gladstone  says  In  the  Nineteenth  Century, 
remarked  Mr.  Dike,  that  “It  seems  indispu¬ 
table  that  Amorlca  is  the  arena  where  many 
problems  connected  with  marriage  are  being 
rapidly,  painfully  and  perilously  tried  out.” 
Tills  agrees  with  the  assertion  of  the  late  Dr. 
Mulford  that  “The  family  is  the  most  impor¬ 
tant  ques.ion  that  has  come  before  the  people 
since  the  war.”  It  Is  to  this  subject  that  the 
thought  and  work  of  the  National  Divorce 
Reform  League  are  given.  Dr.  Dike  treated 
it  under  four  heads:  Investigation,  legisla¬ 
tion,  education  and  the  practical  application 
of  tlie  idea  of  the  family.  Under  the  head  of 
investigation,  he  said:  “The  carrying  out  to 
its  Anal  completion  this  month  of  the  report 
on  marriage  and  divorce  in  tho  United 
States  by  the  department  of  labor  at 
Washington  under  its  commissioner,  Hon. 
Carroll  D.  Wright,  has  taken  a  large  part  of 
my  thought  and  lime.”  This  investigation 
was  proposed  to  Congress  more  than  five 
years  ago.  In  March,  1887,  Congress  appro¬ 
priated  $10,000  for  this  purpose,  and  subse¬ 
quently  increased  it  by  $7500  more.  The 
report  will  soon  be  made,  sent  to  Congress, 
and  will  make  a  volume  of  about  1000  pages. 
Dr.  Dike  then  made  a  statement  of  the  plan 
on  which  this  report  had  been  made.  It  had 
included  fewer  lines  than  all  parties  had  de¬ 
sired,  but  even  as  it  was,  it  would  be  a  re¬ 
markable  achievement  in  statistics  and  of  in¬ 


bliltles  of  the  family  to  fall  Into  neglect  We 
have  built  up  a  grout  system  of  education  for 
the  people  In  the  Interests,  as  we  ofteu  say,  of 
tho  liome,  but  without  expending  sufficient 
effort  upon  tho  home  Itself  as  a  factor  in  the 
work,  and  one  to  be 

Treated  Constantly  and  Fully. 

The  proposal  had  been  recently  made  In 
the  October  number  of  the  Journal  of  educa¬ 
tion  that  a  series  of  simple  yet  effective  de¬ 
vices  should  be  used  in  our  more  Intelligent 
communities  to  bring  home  and  school  into 
closer  co-operation  In  their  common  work  for 
tho  mutual  benefit  and  for  the  Increased  good 
of  both  parents  and  children.  Dr.  Dike 
was  confident  that  the  Idea  would  be 
put  into  practice  somewhere  and  some 
time,  and  made  a  success.  f«  seemod  to  him 
to  have  In  it  great  possibilities.  Education  Is 
due  to  the  rise  of  Institutions  and  of  forces 
beyond  the  church  and  the  school,  which  the 
state  and  society  must  take  into  account.  Ihe 
direct  use  of  home,  by  itself  and  in  co-ope-" 
Don  with  other  great  educational  forees,  w 
not  only  help  on  tho  work  of  educalion  ? 
good  morals,  but  will  enlarge  the  activity 
the  family  and  give  it  new  vigor. 

Next  to  the  government  report  the  most  In. 
portant  publication  of  tho  year  relating  to 
this  subject  is  tho  excellent  series  of  papers 
in  the  Atlantic  Monthly  by  Mr.  F.  G.  Cook 
on  "Marriage  and  Divorce”  and  Dr.  H.  S. 
Pomeroy’s  nook  on  “The  Ethics  of  Mar¬ 
riage.”  Mr.  J.  A.  Gemmel  of  Toronto  has 
just  published  a  work  entitled  "ParliamenL 
ary  Divorce  m  Canada.”  The  Andover  Re¬ 
view  and  the  New  Englander  nave  also  had 
articles  on  divorce,  and  the  subject  has  re¬ 
ceived  considerable  attention  from  the  press. 
That  a  woman  lias  raised  the  question  “Is 
marriage  a  failure?”  and  has  received  in  the 
review  and  the  newspapers  a  multitude  of 
various  answers,  and  that  a  professor 
has  soberlv  treated  the  results  of 
scientific  study  of  what  he  calls 
“time  marriages,”  in  other  words, 
the  making  of  inariiage  a  limited  contract  i 
for  a  period  fixed  at  the  beginning  of  the  re¬ 
lation,  is  proof  enough  that  the  public  mind 
is  not  as  clear  as  it  should  be  on  this  great 
subject.  It  indicates  that  we  are  on  the  eve 
of  a  time  of  hard  work  for  which  we  are  none 
too  well  prepared. 

The  rest  of  Dr.  Dike’?  report  was  concerned 
with  details  of  ills  own  relation  to  the  league. 
His  statement  of  the  finances  of  the  league 
was  as  follows:  An  expense  of  $1985.24; 
the  receipts  had  been  $2642.47 ;  and  a  bal¬ 
ance  of  $657.23  remained  in  the  treasury  to 
apply  to  a  long  standing  debt  of  $639.38, 
which  leaves  a  balance  of  $17.85. 


THE  DIVORCE  REFORM  MOVEMENT, 

The  report  of  Dr.  S.  W.  Dike  before 
the  National  Divorce  Reform  League 


calculable  value  to  the  whole  country. 
Nothing  like  this  work  had  yet  been  attempt¬ 
ed  in  Europe.  It  will  double  the  information 
that  Europe  already  has  of  its  own  laws  and 
statistics. 

The  following  are  some  of  the  principal 
points  covered  by  the  report:  “A  brief  ac¬ 
count  of  the  legislation  leading  up  to  the  in¬ 
vestigation.  and  a  statement  of  the  peculiar 
difficulties  attending  it  are  giveu.  An  aualv- 
sis  of  the  laws  of  the  several  states  and  terri¬ 
tories  relative  to 

Marriage  and  Divorce 
is  given.  This  has  proved  a  very  laborious 
task,  but  lias  been  made  with  the  greatest 
care  with  a  view  to  giving  an  account  and  full 
statement  which  can  he  depended  upon  by  all  , 
who  consult  it.  It  is  known  to  those  who 
have  had  occasion  to  go  into  this  subject  very 
far  that  even  the  best  of  tbe  several  attempts 
made  in  this  direction  have  m>t  been  free 
from  error.  The  bar,  Legislature  and  stu¬ 
dents  will  now  have  an  authoritative  produc¬ 
tion  as  nearly  accurate  as  sueii  a  work 

mouism,  is  noted.  "At  tne  foundation  of  the 
statistical  pan  of  the  work  is  a  table  giving 
tl.e  statistics  of  divorce  iu  nearly  every  county 
of  the  United  States  for  each  of  the  20  years 
from  1867  to  1886,  inclusive,  with  stat.s.ics 
of  marriage  in  the  same  way,  so  far  as  they 
could  he  had.  This,  it  will  be  readily  seen, 
affords  material  for  the  study  of  ihe  increase 
or  the  decrease  of  divorce  by  counties  or 
states,  by  cities  or  rural  districts,  by  sections 
within  north  or  south,  east  or  west,  and  under 
varying  laws  and  customs.  The  classification 
of  divorces  by  tbelr  legal  causes  and  appli¬ 
cants  will  be  giveu.  An  interesting  sociolo¬ 
gical  feature  is  the  duration  of  married  life 
before  divorce  takes  place,  and  tbe  influences 
of  the  presence  or  absence  of  children 
among  the  divorced,  where  it  was 
possible  to  get  at  the  facts.  An  im¬ 
portant  feature  of  the  report  will  be  the 
chapter  on  the  reunion  of  divorced  persons. 
Tlie  place  of  the  marriage  of  those  divorced, 
whether  they  were  married  in  the  state 
where  divorced  or  out  of  it,  and  in  what 
state  or  foreign  country,  will  be  given  in  the 
great  majority  of  instances,  and  comparison 
made  witli  the  condition  of  the  population  of 
the  states  and  territories.  The  object  of  this 
Is  to  throw  some  light  on  the  practical  work¬ 
ing  of  our  various  and  conflicting  divorce 
laws.  In  further  pursuit  of  this  last  object,  a 
special  supplementary  investigation  was 
made  iu  certain  localities  on  this  point  to  dis¬ 
cern  more  accurately,  if  possible,  the  rela¬ 
tion  of 

Intemperance  to  Divorce. 

"In  this  part  of  the  report  the  statistics  will 
give  the  data  of  marriage,  of  separation  and 
of  filing  the  petition,  and  show  whether  no¬ 
tice  was  served  on  the  defendant  by  publica¬ 
tion  or  not,  and  whether  alimony  was  granted, 
with  tliftresylts  of  special  inquiry  as  to  the 
presence  of  intemperance  as  a  direct  or  in¬ 
direct  cause  of  divorce.  An  appendix  will 
be  added  on  divorce  in  Europe  and  Canada,” 
This  appendix  will  give  tlie  immediate  points 
in  laws  of  marriage  and  divorce  of  those  gov¬ 
ernments  which  are  of  the  most  Interest  to 
us,  aud  three  or  four  times  as  mauy  statistics 
as  have  been  given  iu  any  one  publication 
before  touching  Europe,  a  considerable  part 
of  which  now  appears  in  print  for  the  first 
time.  This  material  had  been  mainly  collected 
by  Prof.  E.  M.  Hartwell  of  Johns  Hopkins 
University,  while  spending  a  year  in  Europe. 
The  report  is  now  printed,  and  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  on  application  to  members  of  Congress. 

It  will  reopen  the  question  of  marriage  and 
divorce  to  the  students  of  the  civilized  world, 
and  will  greatly  increase  the  steadily  growing 
|  interest  in  the  work  of  the  league.  For  the 
1  first  lime  our  people  will  be  prepared  in  some 
I  adequate  manner  for  the  study  of  the  great 
I  problem  ot  stale  and  national  and  interna- 
Itional  legislation,  by  statistical  and  comore- 
[hensive  methods.  The  result  will  be  a  re¬ 
vision  of  public  opinion  on  many  subjects.  The 
report  lias  its  limitations,  which  Is  not  remark¬ 
able  when  it  is  considered  that  it  is  the 
first  attempt  to  present  the  social  facts  con¬ 


nected  with  the  tamUy  in  a  statistfeitl  farm:- 

'  But  a  broad  foundation  has  been  laid  and 
suggestions  will  be  rapidly  added,  especially 
as  tne  states  and  nation  shall  be  induced  to 
provide  for  social  statistics.  The  most  vexa¬ 
tious  obstacle  presented  in  this  wmic  Is  due 
to  the  neglect  of  legislatures  to  provide  for 
the  notation  or  classification  of  the  simplest 
facts,  and  lu  the  negligence  of  the  officials  to 
make  up  primary  or  official  reports.  While, 
perhaps,  such  reports  as  this  are  generally 
free  to  all  who  apply  to  their  members  of  Con¬ 
gress  or  to  the  proper  department,  tbe  salieut 
Features  of  the  Investigation 
ought  to  be  put  into  cheap  form  In  tracts, 
leanets  and  the  like  for  the  use  and  luforma- 
tlon  of  the  people.  Dr.  Dike  said  that  the  re¬ 
port  on  immigration  for  the  department  of 
state  which  the  league  had  undertaken  had 
already  done  something  to  bring  about  the 
promise,  in  time,  of  bearing  legislative  fruit 
and  had  already  done  much  to  show  the  pern 
pie  that  the  moral  and  Industrial  Value  of  the 
home  is  a  powerful  factor  iu  tne  social  prob¬ 
lem. 

In  respect  of  legislation,  Dr.  Dike  remarked 
that  ail  were  waitin  the  result  ot  tile  present 
investigations.  A  strong  movement  in  behalf 
of  reform  was  begun  last  summer  in  Rhode 
Island  under  tlie  lead  of  the  Episcopal 
church,  with  the  proposed  co-operation  of  all 
other  Christian  bodies.  It  will  probably  make 
advance  soon.  There  is  an  attempt  to  secure 
legislation  lu  Illinois.  Gov.  Hill  of  New  York 
has  urged  the  provision  by  tbe  Legislature  of 
that  state  for  a  conference  of  representatives 
from  all  the  states  to  consider  the  question  of 
uniform  marriage  and  divorce  laws,  A  sena¬ 
tor  in  Congress  and  a  present  member  of  the 
house  of  representatives  have  already  intro¬ 
duced  resolutions  in  Congress  providing  lor  a 
constitutional  amendment  on  tins  subject 
Dr.  Dike  had  declined  to  present  his  owii 
view  before  the  judiciary  committee,  because 
he  wished  to  speak  after  the  appearance  of 
the  report.  In  Canada  and  in  Europe  aud  also 
in  Australia  there  had  been  some  advance  iu 
legislation. 

The  educational  work  during  the  year  iiad 
made  advance.  Dr.  Dike  had  given'  lectures 
in  Bowdoln  College,  before  tlie  New  England 
normal  school  teachers,  in  Washington  aud 
elsewhere,  and  the  study  of  tile  family  iu 
A  Scientific  Manner 
had  been  taken  up  at  Johns  Hopkins  Univer¬ 
sity,  at  the  Institute  of  Technology  in  Bos¬ 
ton,  and  among  some  women  of  education 
and  practical  wisdoim^The  work  of  Mrs. 
Marla  Upham  the  league 


yesterday  indicates  a  remarkable  ad¬ 
vance  of  the  movement  for  the  restora¬ 
tion  of  the  family,  but  its  most  interest 
ing  feature  is  the  synopsis  of  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  elaborate  report  whieh  Hon. 

C.  D.  Wright  is  about  to  submit  to  Con¬ 
gress  on  the  statistics  of  marriage  and 
divorce  in  the  United  States  during  the 
last  twenty  years.  Nothing  wise  oan  he 
done  that  is  not  based  upon  adequate 
social  statistics,  and  this  report  will  for 
the  first  time,  in  Europe  as  well  as 
in  America,  provide  the  statistics  by 
which  the  operation  of  our  pres¬ 
ent  conflicting  marriage  and  divorce 
laws  may  be  examined.  Dr.  Dike 
has  had  considerable  oversight  of 
this  important  investigation,  and  was, 
in  fact,  the  one  who  paved  the  way  for 
'Congress "to  undertake  it.  It  is  almost 
the  direct  result  of  his  connection  with 
the  league  as  its  secretary.  The  fact  that 
GoV;  Hill  of  New  York  is  asking  for  a  ] 
conference  of  states  to  deliberate  on  the 
character  of  tlie  present  divorce  laws, 
and  the  other  fact  that  members  of  Con¬ 
gress  are  ready  to  bring  in  a  bill  for  a 
marriage  and  divorce  law  that  will 
secure  uniformity  for  the  whole  country, 
indicate  the  way  in  which  legislation  is 
advancing  in  this  matter,  and  it  looks  as 
if  the  publication  of  the  forthcoming 
statistical  report  would  furnishJJbe-AaT 
by  which  wise  conclusians-eaiTbe  reac™ 
as  to  what  it  is  best  to  do.  No  o 
knows  better  than  Dr.  Dike  the  preset 
position  of  the  marriage  and .  divorc 
movement  in  American  society,  and  his 
call  for  a  mission  to  the  family  by 
which  its  functions  shall  he  insisted 
upon  and  its  duties  discharged,  at  the’ 
expense  of  neither  the  school  nor  the 
i  church,  is  sustained  by  the  growing  con- 
I  victions  of  those  who  have  the  good  of 
]  society  most  at  heart.  Dr.  Dike  will 
have  nothing  to  do  with  tlie  “gim-( 
cracks”  by  which  many  propose  to  ad¬ 
vance  social  reform.  He  seeks  for  what 
is  genuine,  and  is  content  to  seek  tbe 
leverage  for  his  movement  that  turns  the 
great  wheel  in  the  pit  before  it  makes  a 
show  in  the  complex  web  of  human  life. 
He  and  the  citizens  who  have 
aided  the  league  which  he  repre¬ 
sents  have  done  a  more,  important 
service  to  the  public  than  yet  appears. 
They  have  inaugurated  a  social  reform, 
in  the  restoration  of  the  family  to  its 
natural  functions,  which  begins  to  work 
from  the  centre  to  the  circumference  of 
the  nation.  Mr.  Gladstone  looks  to 
America  for  the  solution  of  many  of  the 
problems  which  grow  out  of  marriage 
and  divorce,  and  it  is  the  work  of  the 
league  which  Dr.  Dike  represents  that 
has  mainly  brought  them  before  the 
American  people  in  a  constructive  light. 


1,1  After  the  meeting  Mr.yVillavd  was  tendered 
a  reception  at  ilie  signetvooms. 


SALT  ON  THE  CAR  TRACKS. 

Livery  stable  men  and  teamsters  in  general 
are  loud  In  their  denunciations  of  tlie  West 
End  street  railway  for  its  unwarrantable  use 
of  salt  on  the  streets  leading  south  from  Bos¬ 
ton.  Yesterday  morning  a  dump  cart,  nearly 
full  of  what  appeared  to  be  wet  sand, 
was  stopping  along  Dorchester  avenue, 
while  the  driver  was  scattering  its 
contents  upon  the  track.  An  examination  of 
the  sand  (?)  proved  that  a  large  propulsion 
of  the  load  consisted  of  salt  of  a  very  large 
kind.  Special  Officer  Perry  of  division  11 
followed  tlie  man  and  secured  a  large  sample 
of  tlie  goods,  and  will  ask  for  a  warrant 
against  the  company  for  violation  of  the  city 
ordinance  tills  morning. 


DIVORCE  REFORM  LEAQUE. 

Tlie  unit Ii  annual  meeting  of  tlie  National 
Divorce  Reform  League  was  held  yesterday 
afternoon  at  10  Tremont  street,  Dr.  Hovey, 
first  vice-president,  in  the  chair.  The  reports 
of  tlie  officers  showed  that  for  the  first  time 
in  many  years  tlie  association  is  free  from 
debt,  and  lias  a  balance  in  tlie  treasury. 
Three  new  members  were  elected— Rev.  A. 
Cl  l.nwsnn.  i>.  D..  Hon.  Seth  Low,  Brooklyn 


\ 


INTRODUCTORY  NOTES. 

\ 


The  Annual  Meeting  of  the  League  this  year  was  deferred  from 
the  regular  time,  the  first  Wednesday  in  January,  until  February  13, 
for  two  reasons  :  The  first  week  in  January  has  found  many  of 
our  officers  and  members  busy  with  other  engagements,  and  the 
Corresponding  Secretary  was  called  to  Washington  to  assist  the 
Commissioner  of  Labor  in  completing  the  Appendix  to  the  Report 
of  the  Investigation  of  the  Government,  that  part  having  been 
arranged  and  prepared  at  the  request  of  the  Commissioner  under  his 
immediate  care. 

This  delay,  however,  enables  us  to  incorporate  some  valuable 
information  in  our  present  annual  issue.  In  this  way,  we  also  carry 
out  our  purpose  to  make  our  yearly  Reports  a  source  of  original  or 
important  information  to  those  who  desire  to  be  well  informed  on 
matters  relating  to  the  subjects  of  Marriage  and  Divorce,  and  to  the 
other  social  problems  connected  with  the  Family.  Should  the 
increased  contributions,  which  the  Executive  Committee  hope  to 
receive,  justify  doing  so,  we  may  print  for  distribution  among  our 
members  and  others,  additional  matter  to  that  which  is  contained  in 
our  former  Report,  including,  perhaps,  one  or  more  of  the  carefully 
prepared  articles  which  the  Corresponding  Secretary  has  already 
been  asked  to  contribute  to  the  Reviews  in  the  present  year. 

Attention  of  readers  is  further  called  to  the  following  points  : 

1.  The  Report  of  Hon.  Carroll  D.  Wright,  Commissioner  of 
Labor,  on  Statistics  and  Laws  of  Marriage  and  Divorce,  which  will 
be  printed  and  ready  for  distribution  in  a  few  months,  in  a  volume 
of  about  one  thousand  pages,  and  can  be  had  on  application  to 
Members  of  Congress. 

2.  Such  summaries  as  are  given  in  the  present  Report,  or  those 
we  may  hereafter  issue,  will  be  reprinted  in  tracts,  and  sent  on 
application  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary,  whose  address  is  found 
in  the  list  of  officers  of  the  League.  Copies  of  our  Report  of  last 
year,  a  list  of  the  chief  papers  published  by  Mr.  Dike,  an  account 
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of  the  League  and  its  work,  and  some  other  papers,  will  also  be 
supplied  on  request. 

3.  The  number  and  fulness  of  further  issues  will  depend  upon 
the  contributions  to  our  work,  both  their  amount  and  the  earliness 
in  the  year  with  which  they  are  made.  Having  no  agent  to  make 
collections,  and  the  time  and  thought  of  the  Corresponding  Secre¬ 
tary  being  absorbed  in  his  proper  and  important  duties,  we  are 
especially  dependent  upon  purely  voluntary  offerings.  If  these 
come  in  early  and  freely,  we  can  put  almost  all  our  receipts  to  their 
higher  objects,  besides  saving  valuable  time. 

4.  We  are  anxious  to  remove  all  uncertainty  as  to  the  salary  of 
the  Corresponding  Secretary  from  his  thought  and  our  own  care, 
by  early  special  pledges.  There  ought  to  be  twenty  persons  or 
churches  who  will  provide  for  this,  in  sums  of  $100  each,  instead  of 
the  few  who  have  so  generously  given  this  sum  in  the  days  when 
our  work  was  less  appreciated  than  it  now  is.  This  would  leave 
the  other  contributions  for  the  general  work  of  the  League. 

5.  The  League  should  have  its  Associate  Membership  increased. 
There  are  many,  both  gentlemen  and  ladies,  who  will  gladly  pay 
the  Five  Dollars  necessary  to  Annual  Membership  on  the  invita¬ 
tion  of  the  Secretary,  which  is  heartily  given  to  all  proper 
persons,  and  thus  have  a  direct  share  in  the  administration,  the 
information  and  successes  of  this  great  work.  It  is  hoped  that 
many  who  read  this  paragraph  will  immediately  communicate 
their  desire  for  membership  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary. 

6.  The  League  welcomes  the  contributions  of  any  friends  of  its 
work,  however  small  the  sum.  Its  officers  feel  that  a  modest  place 
may  well  be  given  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League  in  the 
charities  of  most  churches  and  individuals. 

The  Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  610  Atlantic  Ave¬ 
nue,  Boston,  Mass.,  will  gratefully  acknowledge  all  remittances. 


MINUTES  OF  THE  ANNUAL  MEETING. 


The  Ninth  Annual  Meeting  of  the  National  Divorce  Reform 
League  was  held  at  No,  io  Tremont  Street,  Boston,  in  the  Office  of 
Hon.  Edmund  H.  Bennett,  LL.  D.,  February  13,  1889,  at  2.30 
p.  m.  In  the  absence,  in  Europe,  of  the  Rt.  Rev.  B.  H.  Paddock, 
D.  D.,  the  President  of  the  League,  the  meeting  was  called  to  order 
by  the  First  Vice-President,  Rev.  Alvah  Hovey,  D.  D.,  LL.  D. 
Prof.  Harris  led  in  prayer.  The  minutes  of  the  last  meeting  were 
read  by  the  Recording  Secretary.  The  following  gentlemen  were 
elected  to  membership :  Rev.  A.  G.  Lawson,  D.  D.,  Boston, 
Mass.  ;  Hon.  Seth  Low,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.,  and  Hon.  James 
Buchanan,  LL.  D.,  Trenton,  N.  J.  A  Nominating  Committee  was 
appointed  of  the  following  gentlemen  :  Geo.  C.  Shattuck,  M.  D., 
Hon.  Edward  I.  Thomas,  and  Rev.  A.  G.  Lawson,  D.  D.  The 
Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  Esq.,  presented  his  Annual  Report, 
and  it  was  voted  that  the  Report  be  accepted  without  auditing,  and 
printed.  The  Report  of  the  Executive  Committee  was  read  by 
Prof.  Harris,  accepted, '  and  ordered  printed.  Hon.  Edward  I. 
Thomas  reported  from  the  Nominating  Committee  as  follows : 

For  President,  Rt.  Rev.  Benjamin  H.  Paddock,  D.  D.,  Boston. 

Vice-Presidents,  Rev.  Alvah  Hovey,  D.  D.,  LL.  D.,  Newton 
Centre,  Mass.  ;  Hon.  Nathaniel  Shipman,  LL.D.,  Hartford,  Conn. 

Corresponding  Secretary,  Rev.  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.  D., 
Auburndale,  Mass. 

Recording  Secretary,  Rev.  C.  H.  Spalding,  Boston. 

Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  610  Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston. 

Executive  Committee,  Hon.  Edmund  H.  Bennett,  LL.  D., 
Boston  ;  Pres.  M.  H.  Buckham,  D.  D.,  Burlington,  Vt.  ;  George 
C.  Shattuck,  M.  D.,  Boston1  ;  Hon.  Simeon  E.  Baldwin,  New 
Haven,  Conn.;  Rev.  W.  V.  Morrison,  D.  D.,  Providence;  Prof. 
W.  E.  Huntington,  Ph.  D.,  Newton  Centre,  Mass.  ;  Prof.  George 
Harris,  D.  D.,  Andover,  Mass.  ;  Prof.  Theodore  W.  Dwight, 
LL.  D.,  New  York  ;  Rev.  James  De  Normandie,  Roxbury,  Mass.  ; 
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Pres.  G.  D.  B.  Pepper,  D.  D.,  LL.  D.,  Waterville,  Maine;  Rev. 
G.  S.  Dickennan,  Amherst,  Mass.  ;  Rev.  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.  D., 
Auburndale,  Mass. 

The  Report  was  accepted,  and  these  gentlemen  were  elected. 

The  League  listened  to  the  Report  of  the  Corresponding  Secre¬ 
tary,  Rev.  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.  D.,  which  was  accepted  and 
ordered  printed  under  the  direction  of  the  Corresponding  Secretary 
and  Treasurer.  The  meeting  then  adjourned. 

C.  H.  Spalding, 
Reco7'ding  Sec?‘etary . 

1  Dr.  Shattuck  was  elected  in  place  of  the  Rev.  Dr.  Demarest,  whose  other  duties 
compelled  him  to  ask  to  be  relieved  from  further  service  on  the  Committee.  And,  at  the 
earnest  request  of  Prof.  Harris,  the  better  to  meet  the  convenience  of  the  work  of  the 
League,  Judge  Bennett  was  put  in  his  place  at  the  head  of  the  Committee. 


REPORT  OF  THE  CORRESPONDING 

SECRETARY. 


Mr.  Gladstone,  calling  attention  to  a  novel  on  Divorce,  by 
Margaret  Lee,  sa}^s  in  the  Nineteenth  Century  for  the  present 
month1  :  “The  greatest  and  deepest  of  all  human  controversies  is 
the  marriage  controversy.  It  appears  to  be  surging  up  on  all  sides 
around  us.  ...  It  is  in  America  that,  from  whatever  cause,  this 
controversy  has  reached  a  stage  of  development  more  advanced 
than  elsewhere.  Moreover,  the  present  social  life  of  America 
offers,  at  all  points,  a  profoundly  important  field  of  observation, 
towards  which  European  eyes  have  hardly  begun  to  be  turned.” 
Then,  after  other  remarks,  and  some  reference  to  statistics,  which 
he  had  obtained  through  our  President,  Bishop  Paddock,  Mr.  Glad¬ 
stone  adds:  “We  must  beware  of  all  sweeping  and  premature  con¬ 
clusions.  But  it  seems  indisputable  that  America  is  the  arena  on 
which  many  of  the  problems,  connected  with  the  marriage  state, 
are  in  course  of  being  rapidly,  painfully  and  perilously  tried  out. 
In  so  far  she  is  intrusted,  like  a  prcerogativa  tribus ,  with  the 
destinies  of  others,  and  may  do  much  by  her  example,  to  make  or 
mar  them.”  This  is  in  accord  with  the  assertion  of  the  late  Dr. 
Mulford,  that  “the  Family  is  the  most  important  question  that  has 
come  before  the  American  people  since  the  War.”  It  is  this  great 
subject  that  engages  the  thought  and  work  of  the  National  Divorce 
Reform  League. 

Its  work  has  naturally  taken  four  directions :  Investigation , 
Legislation ,  Education  and  Practical  Applications  of  the  idea  of 
tlie  Family.  Circumstances  have  varied  the  particular  direction  of 
the  emphasis  of  our  efforts  in  different  years,  but  each  line  has  been 
kept  up  as  we  could  best  do  at  the  time. 

1  February,  1889.  For  a  fuller  extract  from  this  notice,  as  well  as  for  a  letter  of 
Mr.  Gladstone  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary,  see  last  pages  of  this  Report. 
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INVESTIGATION. 

The  carrying  out  to  its  final  completion  this  month  of  the 
Report  on  Marriage  and  Divorce  in  the  United  States  by  the 
Department  of  Labor  at  Washington,  under  its  Commissioner,  the 
Hon.  Carroll  D.  Wright,  whose  eminence  in  social  science  is 
hardly  less  than  his  prominence  as  a  statistician,  has  necessarily 
taken  much  of  the  thought  and  time  of  your  Corresponding  Secre¬ 
tary  that  might  have  been  used  in  other  parts  of  our  work.  But  I 
am  sure  you  will  think  it  a  proper  use  of  the  two  or  three  months 
that  it  has  required,  especially  when  that  Report  is  in  print. 

This  investigation,  which  has  necessarily  been  one  of  our  annual 
topics  the  last  five  years,  was  proposed  to  Congress  by  us  more  than 
five  years  ago,  and  kept  before  that  body,  passing  the  Senate  twice, 
and  suffering  defeat  in  the  House  of  Representatives,  until  a 
special  appropriation  of  $10,000  was  made  for  it  March  3,  1887,  to 
which  an  increase  of  $7,500  was  added  a  year  ago.  The  great 
difficulties  inherent  in  the  work  itself,  and  hindrances  of  late  from 
delays  in  a  preceding  investigation  of  the  Department,  have  pre¬ 
vented  the  completion  of  the  work  before  this.  The  Report  will  be 
sent  to  Congress  soon,1  when  the  press  will  probably  give  an  abstract 
of  some  of  its  important  features  and  facts,  and  it  will  be  printed,  as 
sobn  afterwards  as  public  exigencies  will  permit,  in  a  volume  of 
about  one  thousand  pages.  We  incorporate  some  of  its  statistics 
and  leading  points  in  our  own  published  Report,  and  perhaps 
also  in  tracts  for  separate  circulation. 

As  stated  in  our  Report  last  year,  the  -Commissioner,  at  the 
outset,  invited  a  full  statement  of  the  points  which  I  thought 
such  an  investigation  ought  to  include,  provided  the  necessary 
material  existed  in  accessible  condition,  and  its  collection  came 
within  the  means  placed  at  his  disposal.  From  this,  and  from 
all  that  he  could  gather  elsewhere,  and  from  his  own  experience 
and  fertile  study,  a  practical  working  plan  was  made  by  the 
Commissioner.  This,  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  included  far  less 
than  all  parties  could  have  desired.  Though  at  the  time  of  writing 
many  of  the  results  can  be  known  only  in  a  general  way,  I  am 
confident  that  all  who  read  his  Report  will  agree  that  it  is  a 
remarkable  achievement  in  social  statistics,  and  of  incalculable  value 
to  the  whole  country.  Certainly  those  best  able  to  form  an  opinion 


1  It  was  transmitted  to  the  Senate  Febrnary  20. 
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on  scientific  and  practical  statistics,  will  give  the  work  their  highest 
praise.  Nothing  like  it  on  this  great  subject  has  been  attempted  in 
Europe.  The  members  and  friends  of  this  League  are  greatly 
indebted  to  Mr.  Wright  and  his  well-trained  force,  for  the  practical 
result,  as  well  as  to  those  Members  of  Congress  and  of  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Branch  of  the  Government  who  took  a  deep  personal  interest 
in  making  provision  for  it. 

The  following  are  some  of  the  points  covered  by  the  Report :  A 
brief  account  of  the  legislation  leading  up  to  the  investigation,  and 
a  statement  of  the  peculiar  difficulties  attending  it  are  given.  An 
analysis  of  the  laws  of  the  several  States  and  Territories  relating  to 
Marriage  and  Divorce  is  made.  This  has  proved  a  very  laborious 
task,  but  has  been  done  with  the  greatest  care,  with  a  view  of 
giving  an  accurate  and  full  statement  which  can  be  depended  upon 
by  all  who  consult  it ;  for  it  is  known  to  those  who  have  had 
occasion  to  go  into  this  subject  very  far,  that  even  the  best  of 
the  several  private  attempts  made  in  this  direction  have  not  been 
free  from  errors.  The  bar,  legislators  and  students  will  now  have 
an  authoritative  production  as  nearly  accurate  as  such  a  work  can 
be  made.  The  influence  of  religious  laws  and  customs,  including 
Mormonism,  is  also  noted. 

At  the  foundation  of  the  statistical  part  of  the  work  is  a  table, 
reproduced  in  a  summary  on  pages  28  and  29  of  this  present  Report, 
giving  the  statistics  of  Divorce  in  96  per  cent,  of  the  counties,  and  of 
more  than  98  per  cent,  of  the  population  in  the  entire  United  States, 
for  each  of  the  twenty  years,  from  1867  to  1886  inclusive,  with 
statistics  of  Marriage  in  the  same  way,  so  far  as  these  could  be  had. 
But  the  latter,  however,  could  be  obtained  for  only  66  per  cent,  of 
the  entire  number  of  counties.  This,  it  will  be  readily  seen,  affords 
material  for  the  study  of  the  increase  or  decrease  of  divorces  by 
counties  and  States,  by  cities  and  rural  districts,  by  sections, 
whether  North  or  South,  East  or  West,  and  under  varying  laws  and 
customs.  The  classification  of  divorces  by  their  legal  causes  and 
by  applicants  will  be  given.  An  interesting  sociological  feature  is 
the  duration  of  married  life  before  divorce  takes  place,  and  the 
influence  of  the  presence  or  absence  of  children  among  the 
divorced.  These  are  given  where  it  was  possible  to  get  at  the  facts 
relating  to  these  points. 

A  very  important  feature  of  the  Report  will  be  the  chapter  on 
the  residence  of  divorced  persons.  The  place  of  the  marriage  of 
those  divorced,  whether  they  were  married  in  the  State  where 


divorced  or  out  of  it,  and,  in  case  of  the  latter,  in  what  State  or 
foreign  country  the  marriage  took  place,  will  be  given  in  the  great 
majority  of  instances,  and  comparisons  made  with  the  nativity  of  the 
population  of  the  States  and  Territories.  The  object  of  this  is  to 
throw  some  light  on  the  practical  working  of  our  various  and 
conflicting  divorce  laws.  In  further  pursuit  of  this  last  object,  a 
special  supplementary  investigation  was  attempted  in  certain  local¬ 
ities  on  this  point,  and  to  discover  more  accurately,  if  possible, 
other  facts  of  importance.  In  this  part  of  the  Report,  statistics 
will  probably  give  the  dates  of  marriage,  of  separation  and  of 
filing  the  petition,  and  show  whether  notice  was  served  on  the 
defendant  by  publication  or  not,  and  whether  alimony  was  granted, 
with  the  results  of  such  special  inquiry  concerning  the  presence 
of  intemperance  as  a  direct  or  indirect  cause  of  divorce  as  could 
be  made. 

An  appendix  will  be  added  on  Divorce  in  Europe  and  Canada. 
I  strongly  urged  this  part  of  the  work  ;  for  my  own  study  had  long 
ago  led  me  to  suspect  the  apparent  existence  of  a  great  social 
movement,  in  which  probably  two  continents  shared  very  largely. 
Besides  this,  material  for  the  comparative  study  of  the  laws  and 
statistics  of  Marriage  and  Divorce  seemed  likely  to  be  of  very  great 
service  to  all  interested  in  improved  legislation.  The  Commissioner 
fully  appreciated  the  value  of  this  part  of  the  inquiry,  and  asked 
my  aid  both  in  its  initiation  and  in  general  supervision  of  the  study 
and  arrangement  of  the  material  collected  and  published  in  the 
Report.  This  gives  the  important  points  in  the  laws  of  Marriage 
and  Divorce  of  those  countries  which  are  of  most  interest  to  us 
so  far  as  it  could  be  secured  with  accuracy,  from  original  sources, 
and  three  or  four  times  as  many  statistics  as  have  ever  been  given 
in  any  one  publication  before  touching  Europe,  a  considerable  part 
of  which  now  appears  in  print  for  the  first  time. 

The  Report,  when  printed,  which  will  not  be  for  some  months, 
can  be  obtained  on  application  to  Members  of  Congress.  It  will 
reopen  the  subject  of  Marriage  and  Divorce  to  the  study  of  the 
civilized  world,  and  will  greatly  increase  the  steadily  growing 
interest  in  the  work  of  our  League.'  For  the  first  time  our  people 
will  be  prepared,  in  some  adequate  degree,  for  the  study  of  the 
great  problems  of  State,  national  and  international  legislation  on 
this  subject,  by  statistical  and  comparative  methods.  I  suspect 
some  revision,  if  not  reversal,  of  popular  opinion  will  follow.  None 
understand  better  than  those  who  have  had  most  to  do  with  this 


Report,  its  limitations,  or  know  better  that  there  is  a  great  part  of 
the  vast  field  into  which  it  does  not  and  cannot  enter  for  want  of 
means  and  material,  a  part  of  which  probably  can  never  be 
explored  by  official  inquiry  or  by  any  other  that  only  gives  results  in 
figures.  But  a  broad  foundation  has  been  laid,  and  suggestions  will 
rapidly  follow  examination  as  to  those  parts  of  the  subject  that  can 
be  thus  studied,  especially  as  States  and  nations  shall  be  induced  to 
provide  for  (improved  social  statistics  to  continue  the  work  and 
advance  upon  the  present  gain.  The  most  vexatious  obstacles 
constantly  present  themselves  here  to  the  student  and  statistician, 
some  of  which  are  due  to  the  neglect  of  legislation  to  provide  either 
for  the  notation  or  classification  of  the  simplest  facts  in  the  path  of 
the  officials  who  make  up  primary  or  final  reports. 

While  fortunately  such  Reports  as  this  are  generally  free  to  all 
who  apply  to  their  Members  of  Congress  or  to  the  proper  Depart¬ 
ment,  many  of  the  salient  points  of  this  investigation,  in  addition 
to  the  few  we  shall  append  to  our  own  Report,  ought  to  be  put 
into  cheap  form  in  tracts,  leaflets  and  the  like,  for  the  use  and 
information  of  the  public.  Even  the  newspapers  and  other  periodi¬ 
cals,  which  will  undoubtedly  do  much,  cannot  do  all  that  needs  to 
be  done  to  make  these  facts  familiar  to  the  people.  Then  a  great 
deal  of  careful  study  must  be  given  to  the  Report,  in  order  that 
further  inductions  may  be  made  and  lessons  learned  on  the  whole 
subject.  I  look  for  increased  correspondence  with  the  League 
growing  out  of  the  Report  of  the  Government,  which  already  is  not 
confined  to  our  own  country. 

The  Report  on  Immigration,  by  the  Department  of  State,  three 
years  ago,  which  we  did  something  in  bringing  about,  promises,  in 
time,  to  bear  legislative  fruit,  and  that,  and  other  studies,  have  done 
much  already  to  show  our  people  that  the  moral  and  industrial 
value  of  the  Home  is  a  powerful  factor  in  this  problem. 

The  influence  of  the  Home  on  crime  is  a  subject  that  needs 
study.  From  time  to  time,  we  have  pointed  out  what  seems  to  us  a 
great  defect  in  most  statistics  of  crime,  in  that  they  do  not  depend 
on  a  sound  method.  They  should  distinguish  between  the  proxi¬ 
mate  and  apparent  causes  on  the  one  hand,  and  the  ultimate  and 
more  real  on  the  other,  and  should  give  comparative  values.  I 
have  urged  that  all  the  various  contributing  causes  in  a  given 
instance  of  crime  need  to  be  separated  out,  and  their  respective 
force  estimated,  so  far  as  this  is  possible.  I  have  recently  learned 
that  an  attempt  is  now  made  by  the  charity  organizations  in  two  or 
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more  large  cities,  to  do  something  of  this  sort.  In  every  case  of 
poverty,  vice  or  crime  in  those  cities,  the  agents  are  instructed  to 
analyze  the  facts  they  carefully  gather  relating  to  each  case  as  it 
comes  before  them,  on  a  basis  of  ten.  That  is,  they  are  to  divide, 
as  best  they  can,  the  number  ten  in  the  proper  proportion  between 
the  several  causes  that  seem  to  have  contributed  to  a  given  result. 
Of  course,  the  method  is  an  imperfect  one,  and  may  lead  to  errors. 
But  it  is  a  great  improvement  on  the  old  way  of  taking  some  single 
cause,  like  intemperance,  and  ignoring  everything  else  ;  or  that  of 
assigning  each  crime  or  case  of  poverty  to  some  one  cause  alone, 
however  dominant  that  may  have  been  over  the  rest. 

I  took  some  pains  to  get  the  opinion  of  experts  in  criminal 
subjects,  at  the  meeting  of  the  National  Prison  Reform  Association 
last  summer.  In  answer  to  the  question,  What  is  the  most  potent 
single  cause  of  crime  as  it  has  come  under  your  own  observation 
and  study?  The  reply  was  made,  without  a  single  exception  in 
several  inquiries,  Bad  Homes  and  Heredit}\  I  am  convinced  that 
the  more  philanthropists  and  legislators  pursue  the  causes  of  crime 
scientifically,  the  more  attention  will  be  turned  to  the  Family  and  the 
Home  as  the  primary  and  most  important  object  of  their  concern. 
We  shall  do  much  to  aid  our  own  work,  as  well  as  promote  the 
interests  of  temperance,  prison  reform,  the  reduction  of  poverty, 
crime  and  vice  generally,  if  we  can  bring  about  some  more  scien¬ 
tific  methods  of  criminal  and  other  social  statistics. 

LEGISLATION. 

During  the  pendency  of  the  investigation  of  the  Department  of 
Labor,  movements  towards  improved  legislation  in  this  country  have 
naturally  and  properly  been  few,  and  chiefly  tentative  in  their 
character.  I  have  advised  persons  writing  me  on  the  subject  during 
the  past  year,  to  proceed  carefully,  in  view  of  the  fuller  light  we 
shall  all  have  when  the  results  of  the  investigation  by  the  Govern¬ 
ment  have  been  made  public.  But  the  good  results  of  our  former 
legislative  reforms  continue,  and  in  three  or  four  States  the  official 
statistics  will  show  that  our  work  has  made  its  mark.  Indeed,  the 
only  improvement  in  the  whole  country  is  in  those  States  where  our 
League  or  its  friends  have  secured  changes  in  the  laws.  Michigan 
has  improved  its  divorce  law  since  the  period  covered  by  the 
official  statistics,  and  we  cannot,  therefore,  see  the  effect  in  the 
Report  of  the  Government.  But  assurance  is  given  that  the  result 
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so  far  is  good.  A  strong  movement  in  behalf  of  reform  was  begun 
last  summer  in  Rhode  Island,  under  the  lead  of  the  Episcopal 
Church,  with  the  proposed  cooperation  of  all  other  Christian  bodies. 
This  seems  remarkably  well  directed,  and  will  probably  be  renewed 
very  soon.  The  press  reports  a  strong  attempt  at  better  legislation 
in  Illinois.  Governor  Hill  of  New  York  has  urged  provision  by  the 
legislature  of  that  State  for  a  conference  of  “representatives  of  all 
the  States,  to  consider  the  question  of  uniform  Marriage  and 
Divorce  laws.”  A  Senator,  last  summer  I  think,  and  a  Member  of 
the  House  of  Representatives  this  winter,  introduced  provisions  in 
Congress  for  a  constitutional  amendment  on  the  subject.  One  oi 
these  gentlemen  has  urged  our  appearance  before  the  Judiciary 
Committee  to  present  our  views.  I  personally  declined  doing  so  at 
present,  for  I  think  our  opinions  will  be  of  more  value,  if  indeed 
they  are  needed  then,  after  the  Report  of  the  Department  of  Labor 
has  been  published. 

During  the  year  the  Hon.  James  R.  Gowan,  LL.  D.,  Senator 
in  the  Canadian  Parliament  from  Barrie,  Ontario,  and  others,  have 
been  in  correspondence  with  me  in  regard  to  their  efforts  at  reform 
in  the  Parliamentary  proceedings  in  the  trials  of  divorce  cases. 
Inquiries  have  also  come,  through  the  Hon.  David  Dudley  Field, 
from  the  ex-Chief-Justice  of  New  South  Wales,  and  also  from 
another  source  in  that  country,  for  information  touching  our  own 
divorce  laws.  The  subject  of  legislation  in  that  country  has 
awakened  much  discussion  there,  and  also  in  England.  The 
Queen,  it  has  been  stated,  has  refused  her  sanction  to  the  freer 
legislation  which  the  colony  proposed  to  adopt.  Last  summer 
Mr.  Gladstone  gave  expression  to  his  warm  interest  in  our  work 
in  a  note  which  is  reprinted  on  another  page.  The  uniform 
divorce  law  which  Switzerland  adopted  some  years  since  left 
serious  evils  untouched,  giving  rise  to  some  difficulties.  In  iSS^ 
certain  questions  were  submitted  to  its  Council  by  the  national 
legislature  for  report,  especially  those  relating  to  the  evils  of  easy 
divorce  and  to  divorces  granted  to  foreigners.  Dr.  Mentha,  an 
eminent  jurist,  made  the  report  for  the  Council.  On  the  former 
point,  he  recommended  what  to  him  was  apparently  a  new  measure, 
that  of  restricting  the  re-marriage  of  divorced  persons  for  a  limited 
time.  This  is,  however,  one  of  the  features  that  have  been  intro¬ 
duced  by  the  friends  of  reform  in  some  of  our  own  States,  with  good 
results,  and  is  one  of  the  measures  now  proposed  in  Illinois.  Germany, 
which  adopted  a  uniform  Marriage  law  for  the  entire  Empire  in 
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1876,  has  more  recently  been  considering  various  suggestions  for  a 
uniform  law  of  Divorce.  The  safeguards  of  the  German  Marriage  law 
against  both  fraudulent  marriages  and  divorces  are  worthy  of  our 
attention.  Indeed,  the  most  careful  study  can  be  profitably  made 
of  the  systematic  legislation  on  Marriage  and  Divorce  which  obtains 
in  several  European  countries,  of  which  some  account  is  given  in 
the  report  of  Mr.  Wright  to  Congress.  The  Divorce  Law  of  1884, 
in  France,  whose  careful  procedure  in  dealing  with  trials  for  divorce, 
like  that  of  many  European  countries,  makes  a  number  of  legal 
causes  for  divorce  really  much  less  dangerous  than  some  of  our  stat¬ 
utes.  It  continues  to  excite  much  discussion  in  that  country,  and  has 
eiven  rise  to  some  valuable  literature.  One  of  the  more  recent  of  the 
French  books  on  the  subject,  and  perhaps  the  most  valuable,  is  a 
work  in  two  volumes  on  Divorce,  of  which  the  joint  authors  are 
Paul  Vraye  and  George  Gode.  The  subject  is  treated  comparatively 
and  historically,  and  the  chief  points  of  the  laws  of  European  and 
other  countries  are  given.  It  has  long  seemed  that  sooner,  or 
later  there  would  be  need  of  some  systematic'  attempt  at  the  inter¬ 
national  interchange  of  views  among  statisticians,  publicists,  and 
others  interested  on  these  matters  of  common  concern  to  all 
countries.  Our  own  Government  Report,  which  will  be  widely 
sought  in  Europe,  may  prepare  the  way  for  some  action  looking  to 
this  result.  The  American  Bar  Association,  at  its  last  annual 
meeting,  has  put  forth  a  carefully  drawn  bill  which  it  recommends 
for  enactment  by  the  several  legislatures  of  our  own  country,  regu¬ 
lating  the  marriages  of  American  citizens  in  foreign  countries,  a 
subject  of  growing  importance.  The  Association  also  renews  its 
important  recommendation  for  the  adoption  of  its  proposed  uniform 
law  of  domicile  by  the  several  States  and  Territories.  I  have 
repeatedly,  in  published  papers,  and  in  other  ways,  urged  that  the 
sources  and  relations  of  the  Divorce  question  were  international. 
Such  facts  as  these,  and  still  more  those  which  the  Report  of  the 
Department  of  Labor  will  bring  out,  go  to  show  beyond  doubt  that 
we  are  by  no  means  isolated  either  in  our  subject  or  our  work. 

Legislation  in  protection  of  girls,  largely  through  the  efforts  of 
the  Woman’s  Christian  Temperance  Union,  is  making  good  prog¬ 
ress,  and  some  noble  work  has  been  done  to  reach  certain  other  evils. 

EDUCATIONAL  WORK. 


Less  of  this  has  been  done  directly  by  myself  than  in  the  year 
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before.  The  time  and  care  given  to  other  parts  of  the  work,  and  ill- 
health  for  a  part  of  the  year,  are  the  only  reasons  for  this ;  for 
oppoi tunities  inciease  lather  than  diminish,  and  there  is  a  growing' 
interest  in  educational  work  for  the  Family.  Several  invitations  to 
lecture  in  colleges,  especially  one  or  two  important  openings  for 
addi esses  in  educational  institutions  for  young  women,  have  been 
deferred  until  this  year  because  other  duties  were  pressing  at  the 
time.  The  good  results  of  earlier  efforts  among  students  are  already 
apparent.  An  instance  of  this  may  be  given  here.  Five  or  six 
years  ago  I  read  a  paper  before  the  Seminary  of  Political  Science, 
in  Johns  Hopkins  University,  to  the  twenty  or  thirty  young  men  who 
were  then  its  members.  This,  I  am  told,  practically  introduced 
the  study  of  the  Modern  Family,  in  its  relations  to  historic  influences, 
at  that  institution.  This  winter,  one  of  those  young  students  gave 
a  course  of  several  lectures  on  the  Family  in  the  same  place. 
Another  is  at  the  present  time  giving  a  course  of  ten  lectures  on  the 
Family  in  the  Massachusetts  Institute  of  Technology  in  Boston, 
introductory  to  the  study  of  Political  Science,  of  which  he  is  the 
Professor.  During  the  year  I  outlined,  at  the  request  of  the  presi¬ 
dent,  a  plan  for  three  still  more  extended  courses  of  study  for 
another  university  of  the  highest  grade.  One  of  these  courses,  if 
adopted,  would  provide  for  a  systematic  study  of  Social  Institutions, 
looking  to  a  knowledge  of  the  framework  of  Society  and  the  relative 
functions  of  its  parts  ;  and  the  second  aims  at  the  more  compre¬ 
hensive  study  of  the  Family  itself  in  as  scientific  a  manner  as 
possible.  The  third  was  less  directly  connected  with  the  Family. 
Others  have  made  inquiries  for  aid  in  their  own  instruction  upon 
social  problems. 

There  has  been  considerable  thought  in  some  quarters,  among 
intelligent  women  who  have  been  interested  in  the  suggestions  of 
our  last  Report,  about  practical  plans  for  systematic  study  of  the 
Family  and  its  problems  by  women  in  various  localities,  especially 
with  a  view  to  help  them  guide  other  women  about  them  to  better 
home  life.  The  experiences  of  the  year  certainly  all  go  to  deepen 
the  conviction  of  the  importance  of  education  in  this  direc¬ 
tion,  to  which  expression  was  given  in  our  last  Annual  Report. 
In  time  something  tangible  will  come  of  this.  We  ought  by  all 
means  to  make  use  of  the  openings  in  colleges  and  other  schools  for 
young  women.  For  the  history,  constitution,  relations  and  practical 
uses  of  the  Family  are  preeminently  the  proper  subjects  of  study 
among  women.  And  there  is  apparently  abundant  work  waiting 
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for  highly  educated  women  who  will  approach  woman’s  work  for 
women  in  a  Christian  spirit,  and  at  the  same  time  from  those  broader 
views  which  only  a  thorough  scientific  training  in  sociology  can 
give.  Besides  this,  with  all  else  that  young  women  in  college  get, 
they  all  should  take  from  it  a  good  idea  of  the  theory  and  actual 
working  of  the  institution  of  the  Family  as  it  enters  historically  and 
practically  into  the  social  frame-work. 

It  is  proper  to  say  a  word  here  of  Mrs.  Maria  Upham  Drake, 
who  is  an  honored  member  of  our  League.  Some  account  of  her 
remarkably  successful  and  most  useful  lectures  on  the  Family,  and 
kindred  topics,  from  our  general  point  of  view,  though  given  in 
entire  independence  of  our  organization,  was  made  in  our  last  Report. 

'  Mrs.  Drake  has  continued  her  work  with  unabated  interest  on  the 
part  of  those  to  whom  she  has  spoken.  She  gave  seventeen  courses 
of  six  lectures  each,  a  year  ago,  and  up  to  a  recent  date  had  given 
this  season  as  many  as  last  year  in  the  same  time.  In  one-half  her 
courses  her  lectures  are  almost  entirely  upon  the  Family,  and  in  the 
other  half  they  are  largely  so.  These  crowded  lectures  and  the 
response  made  to  them  are  indications  of  the  work  that  awaits  other 
women  who  may  be  able  to  pursue  these  subjects  of  the  Home  in  a 
way  to  reach  women  who  are  weary  of  unscholarly  sentiment  and 
narrow  individualism,  and  who  desire  aid  along  better  and  broader 
lines.  Such  work  will  do  much  to  help  that  large  class  of  women 
who  have  been,  wisely  or  unwisely,  repelled  from  almost  all 
distinctively  woman’s  work  for  social  improvement,  to  wholesome 
activity. 

The  periodical  press  is  evidently  doing  more  every  year  in 
departments,  articles  and  practical  suggestions  for  the  Home. 
Though  it  still  falls  below  what  seems  to  us  the  ideal,  there  is 
growth  towards  it.  I  think  we  should  gratefully  recognize  improve¬ 
ment  when  it  exists,  and  encourage  in  every  wise  way  all  efforts  to 
enlarge  and  develop  this  good  influence,  while  still  more  pains  than 
ever  are  taken  to  check  the  growth  in  unwholesome  directions. 

PRACTICAL  WORK. 

By  this  is  meant,  as  has  been  implied  in  what  I  have  just  said, 
direct  efforts  at  giving  useful  expression  to  sound  ideas  concerning 
the  Family.  After  all  our  investigation,  legislation  and  edu¬ 
cation,  we  need,  it  seems  to  me,  to  do  what  we  can  to  put  the 
best  of  our  knowledge  into  concrete  forms,  intelligible  to  all,  and 


lhJ 


proving  the  power  of  the  Family  as  a  factor  in  society.  I  regret 
that  so  little  time  has  been  left  me  for  this  particular  work.  The 
possibilities  here  are  very  rich  in  promise.  The  need  is  great.  For 
the  Family,  like  the  objects  of  our  charities,  does  not  need  so  much 
to  have  things  done  for  it,  as  it  needs  understanding  and  correspond¬ 
ing  treatment.  That  is  to  say,  a  recognition  of  its  nature  ‘and 
functions,  and  wise  direction  to  its  own  appointed  work  under 
reasonable  protection  by  law,  is  the  best  thing  that  can  be  done  for 
the  Family.  One  cannot  help  thinking,  as  soon  as  attention  is  fairly 
given  to  the  subject,  that  great  mistakes  are  made  at  this  very  point. 
Persons  and  societies  unconsciously  assume  that  they  are  doing  the 
best  things  to  help  the  Family  in  these  matters  when  they  are  work¬ 
ing  for  the  temperance,  charity,  intelligence  and  piety  of  individuals 
or  of  society  in  general.  They  are  doing  good  things  for  the  Home, 
but  not  the  best  things  for  it.  As  already  intimated,  just  as  the 
charities  are  learning  that  it  is  only  second-rate  work  that  is  done 
to  aid  the  poor  when  we  are  content  with  simply  giving  to  them,  or 
working  for  them  in  the  ordinary  way  of  giving  aid  ;  so  it  must  be 
with  the  wisest  action  in  behalf  of  the  Family.  The  greatest  of  all 
the  services  we  can  render  the  Family  is  to  develop  in  it  its  own 
powers  of  self-help.  Efforts  for  the  permanency  of  the  marriage 
bond,  for  sexual  purity,  for  the  temperance  of  the  members  of  the 
Family,  for  the  education  and  for  the  religious  and  political  power  of 
the  Home,  will  not  bring  the  best  results  while  content  with  doing 
things  merely  for  the  Home.  The  Home  may  be  impoverished  by 
the  excesses  and  misdirections  of  our  charities  in  its  behalf.  The 
Home  must,  in  the  full  degree  of  its  place  in  the  social  order,  be  made 
conscious  of  itself,  intelligent  as  to  its  own  powers  and  their  uses, 
sensitive  to  its  own  high  calling,  and  then  wisely  helped  to  do  its 
own  full  share  of  work  in  our  life,  instead  of  having  everything 
done  for  it  by  other  institutions.  All  that  is  done  for  the  Family 
should  be  done  with  the  aim  to  do  more  by  the  Family.  In  this 
way  the  Home  best  casts  off  vice  and  attains  a  healthy  growth. 
When  we  all  learn  to  add  to  the  current  plea  of  work  for  the  Home, 
and  come  to  say  Work  for  the  Home  by  the  Home ,  we  shall  make 
a  substantial  gain  ;  a  gain  like  that  of  England  when  she  applied 
this  same  principle  to  the  solution  of  her  tremendous  problem  with 
her  poor,  which  grew  as  long  as  shfe  was  content  simply  to  dole  out 
to  the  poor  and  do  for  them. 

For  these  reasons  I  look  upon  the  steady  growth  of  the  little 
Home  Department  of  the  Sunday  School  with  nearly  as  much 
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interest  as  upon  anything  I  have  ever  been  permitted  to  initiate. 
Its  significance  lies  in  what  it  helps  the  Home  to  do  for  itself  in 
places  where  the  Church  has  no  direct  hold  through  attendance 
upon  its  public  services.  The  Presbyterians  have  lately  introduced 
a  similar  plan,  that  of  formal  provision  in  their  churches  for 
Family  study  of  the  Bible.  Let  me  give  a  single  instance  of  the 
work  of  the  Home  Department  to  show  my  meaning :  Less 
than  two  years  ago  a  theological  student  of  Yale  University 
wrote  me  about  his  thesis  for  Commencement,  whose  subject 
was,  The  Country  Town.  After  graduation  he  went  to  a  parish  in  one 
of  the  old  hill  towns  of  New  England.  He  found  a  Sunday  School 
in  fair  condition  for  such  a  place,  having  96  members.  After  a  few 
months  he  organized  a  Home  Department  of  the  Sunday  school; 
at  last  accounts  there  were  136  members  in  this  branch  of  his 
Sunday  School,  while  the  main  central  school  had  increased  to 
1 16,  making  more  than  250  in  a  school  where  a  year  before  there 
were  less  than  a  hundred.  Yet  it  is  not  the  increased  numbers,  but 
the  awakening  thus  given  to  the  possibilities  of  the  Home  itself,  that 
is  the  most  deeply  significant ;  for  what  can  be  done  here,  can  be 
done  among  the  millions  who  live  in  scattered  communities.  Let 
that  sort  of  work  go  on,  and  divorces  will  decrease,  though  the  laws 
be  lax  as  ever.  That  kind  of  effort  plants  seed  in  its  best  soil,  and 
sets  its  natural  guardian  to  care  for  it.  It  will  grow  while  church 
doors  are  closed,  and  send  influences  beyond  the  direct  reach  of  the 
public  assembly,  where  a  large  part  of  the  population  of  our  country 
have  their  dwellings.1 

An  application  of  this  idea  in  another  fruitful  field  has  been  recently 
suggested.  Encouraged  by  the  hearty  approval  of  a  distinguished 
thinker,  a  gentleman  of  large  experience  also  in  the  work  of  public 
schools,  I  wrote  an  article  giving  hints  of  a  plan  for  the  adoption 
of  this  principle  of  cooperation  between  the  Home  and  the  School 
in  our  public  school  system.  This  is  founded. on  a  growing  conviction 
that,  in  the  development  of  our  system  of  education  by  the  State,  we 
have  suffered  the  educational  powers  of  the  Family  itself  to  fall  into 
relative  but  serious  neglect.  To  return  to  a  thought  already  brought 
out  in  this  Report,  we  have  built  up  a  great  system  of  education  for 


1  The  population  of  the  small  country  towns  having  less  than  2,000  inhabitants  in 
the  entire  township,  in  even  the  densely  populated  Northern  States  east  of  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River,  in  1880,  was  greater  than  that  of  all  the  cities  and  towns  of  these  fourteen 
States  of  4,000  inhabitants  and  upwards.  Probably  one-third  of  these  live  more  than 
two  miles  from  the  nearest  church.  But  they  all  live  in  homes. 
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the  people,  in  the  interests,  as  we  commonly  put  it,  of  the  Home, 
but  almost  entirely  through  use  of  the  school.  But  this  has  been 
clone  without  anything  like  the  proper  amount  of  attention  to  the 
Home  itself  as  an  important  factor  in  the  problem  of  popular  edu¬ 
cation,  and  one  that  needs  to  be  dealt  with  constantly  and  fully. 
The  proposal  was  made  in  the  Journal  of  Education  for  October 
ii,  1888,  that  a  series  of  simple  yet  effective  devices  be  used  to 
bring  the  Home  and  the  School  into  closer  relations,  and  into  some 
common  share  in  their  common  work.1  This  would  combine  the 
influence  of  parent  and  teacher,  often  educating  parents  as  well  as 
children.  Beginnings  could  best  be  made  in  the  more  intelligent  and 
homogeneous  communities,  and  gradually  extended  into  others.  I 
have  had  no  time  to  get  some  one  to  follow  up  the  suggestion  with 
an  actual  experiment,  as  in  case  of  the  Home  Department  of 
the  Sunday  School,  nor  even  to  inquire  if  any  one  else  has  taken  it 
up.  But  I  am  confident  that  the  idea  will  be  put  in  practice 
somewhere,  and  sometime  made  a  success.  For  it  seems  to  have 
very  great  possibilities.  Education  is  the  result  of  more  institutions 
and  forces  than  are  usually  included  in  the  Church  and  the  School. 
Successful  educational  plans  must  take  all  these  into  account  and 
see  that  each  contributes  its  share  to  produce  the  desired  result. 
When  popular  attention  and  care  come  to  be  absorbed  by  any  one  of 
them,  like  our  public  school  system,  however  valuable  in  itself,  and 
forget  to  secure  the  proportionate  development  of  the  rest,  weakness 
follows.  The  cherished  institution  is  itself  in  danger  from  burdens 
which  it  should  naturally  share  with  the  others.  The  more  direct 
use  of  the  Home  by  itself,  and  in  proper  cooperation  with  all  Ihe 
other  great  educational  forces,  is  one  of  our  necessities.  In  this 
way  a  double  benefit  will  be  secured.  The  work  of  Education  and 
good  morals  will  be  advanced  ;  and  we  shall  also  insure  the  stability 
of  the  Family  and  give  it  renewed  vigor.  Better  legal  protection 
of  the  Home  will  also  follow. 

PUBLICATIONS. 

The  more  important  publications  of  the  year  relating  to  our 
subject  are  briefly  noted.  Mr.  Frank  Gaylord  Cook  has  completed, 
in  the  Atlantic  Monthly ,  his  admirable  account,  in  five  papers,  of  the 


1  The  beginning,  it  was  suggested,  could  be  made  with  cards  of  information  as  to 
the  work  of  the  School,  its  aims  and  methods  in  teaching;  especially  in  reading, pronun¬ 
ciation,  morals,  etc.,  with  a  view  to  secure  greatly  needed  cooperation  in  the  Home. 
From  this  an-  advance  could  easily  be  made  to  other  things. 


( 
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marriage  celebration  in  Europe  and  the  United  States.  Dr.  H.  S. 
Pomeroy,  of  Boston,  is  the  author  of  a  book  entitled,  “Ethics  of  Mar¬ 
riage,”  published  by  Funk  &  Wagnalls,  New  York.  This  is  a 
vigorous  and  timely  discussion  of  the  evils  of  wilfully  and  criminally 
unfruitful  marriages,  and  has  been  warmly  commended  by  competent 
judges.  J.  A.  Gemmill,  Esq.,  of  Ottawa,  Canada,  has  just  written  a 
very  complete  book  on  “Parliamentary  Divorce  in  Canada,”  published 
by  Carswell  &  Co.,  Toronto.  It  appears'to  be  a  full  presentation  ot 
the  whole  subject  as  it  has  come  up  in  Canada.  The  Andover 
Review ,  the  New  Englander ,  and  other  periodicals,  have  had 
articles  upon  Divorce,  and  some  of  the  newspapers  have  made  the 
subject  a  specialty.  Now  that  we  have  a  great  addition  to  our 
trustworthy  information  from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioner  of 
Labor,  we  shall  undoubtedly  see  a  year  of  fruitful  discussion,  based 
on  more  careful  study. 

We  have  ourselves  printed  and  circulated  more  matter  than  in 
former  years,  besides  the  frequent  contributions  the  Secretary  is 
able  to  make  to  the  newspapers.  Col.  Jacob  L.  Greene,  of  Hartford, 
gave  us  for  general  circulation  i  ,000  copies  of  his  excellent  paper 
on  “The  Social  Evil,”  read  before  the  Conference  of  the  Evangelical 
Alliance  in  Washington.  My  own  paper  on  “The  Perils  of  the 
Family,”  read  at  the  same  time,  has  also  been  reprinted  for  our  use. 
Increasing  inquiries  are  made  of  us  for  the  literature  we  have  issued, 
and  for  direction  to  that  on  the  Family  in  its  various  aspects.  One 
professor  in  a  leading  university  the  past  summer  had  sent  to  him 
all  that  I  had  written  in  reviews  and  elsewhere,  so  far  as  it  could  be 
furnished,  and  made  free  use  of  it  in  preparing  one  of  his  courses  of 
lectures.  At  request  of  the  Commissioner  of  Labor,  a  collection  of 
articles,  papers,  etc.,  was  loaned  the  Department  for  his  use  while 
preparing  the  Report. 

We  printed  and  circulated  last  year  a  larger  edition  of  our 
Report  than  ever  before.  This  included,  besides  the  usual  matter, 
a  short  account  of  the  origin,  objects  and  work  of  the  League,  and 
a  list  of  my  own  published  papers.  These  are  in  print  in  separate 
sheets,  and  can  be  sent  to  any  who  apply  for  them,  as  well  as  the 
note  from  Mr.  Gladstone  addressed  to  the  Secretarv  last  autumn. 

J 

The  issue  of  the  Government  Report,  which  shows  that  Divorces 
are  increasing  more  than  twice  as  fast  as  the  population,  with  a 
movement  as  wide  as  the  country  itself,  and  with  the  steadiness  of  a 
mighty  river ;  that  the  increase  has  been  checked  only  in  those 
States  wherej  our  League  and  its  friends  have  secured  improved 
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legislation ;  that  Divorces  in  the  United  States  have  become 
25,535  m  a  single  year,  almost  as  many  as  there  are  in  all 
Europe  ;  that  marriages  are  made  under  even  more  careless  regula¬ 
tions  than  those  which  make  Divorce  shamefully  easy ;  that  few 
States  have  any  decent  system  of  collecting  and  preserving  the  facts 
concerning  these  great  subjects  ;  while  it  is  beyond  the  power  of  any 
investigation  to  reach  them  through  ordinary  expenditures  ;  —  all  this 
will  make  the  coming  year  one  of  deep  interest  to  every  thoughtful 
friend  of  the  Family. 

Other  things  add  to  this.  The  growing  disposition  to  study  the 
Family  and  its  related  subjects  in  our  universities,  colleges  and 
other  schools,  is  a  sign  of  great  promise.  The  eagerness  among 
some,  even  of  those  who  three  or  four  years  ago  opposed  us  in 
Congress,  to  get  information  and  urge  legislative  action,  is  another 
hopeful  indication.  That  a  woman  has  raised  the  question,  “Is 
Marriage  a  Failure?”  and  that  reviews  and  newspapers  have  opened 
their  pages  for  a  multitude  of  various  answers  to  it,  while  a  pro¬ 
fessor  has  soberly  proposed  as  a  result  of  scientific  study  what  he  calls 
“time  marriages,”  in  other  words  the  making  of  marriage  a  limited 
contract  for  a  period  fixed  at  the  beginning  of  the  relation,  are 
pretty  clear  indications  that  we  have  before  us  a  great  work  of  popular 
education  on  the  Family.  And  this  conviction  must  be  increased 
when  we  find  thoughtful  men  the  world  over  likely  to  reecho  the 
repeated  intimations  ofMr.  Gladstone,  concerning  the  perilous  nature 
of  our  experiments  with  the  Family.  Yet  the  deepest  interest  in  this 
great  problem  must  ever  be  found  among  those  in  our  own  country 
who  by  their  life  and  thought  know  these  matters  from  the  inside, 
and  only  as  Americans  can  understand  them. 

These  things  call  for  an  increase  of  reverent,  patient  continuance 
in  well-doing. 

The  receipts  for  the  year  ending  December  31st  were  $2,642.47, 
which  is  an  increase  of  over  a  hundred  dollars  from  those  of  last 
year.  In  order  to  close  the  year  without  debt,  all  the  expenses  have 
been  kept  down  to  the  limits  of  former  years. 

There  was  at  the  beginning  of  the  year  an  outstanding  debt  of 
$639.40.  This  is  now  paid,  leaving  a  balance  of  $17.83  in  the 
treasury. 

Our  work  would  be  much  more  effective  if  the  time  and  thought 
of  the  Corresponding  Secretary  could  be  relieved  of  nearly  all  the 
work  of  collection  ;  and  if  he  could  employ  at  times  a  clerk  and 
stenographer.  The  voluntary  and  early  remittance  of  contributions, 
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or  of  pledges  for  the  year,  would  do  much  to  meet  the  first  difficulty 
and  prepare  the  way  to  overcome  the  latter,  for  which  some  one  may 
like  to  make  special  provision. 

I  will  add  that  the  Executive  Committee  have  held  several  meet- 

% 

ings  during  the  year,  and  thus  have  been  able  to  share  more  fully 
than  heretofore  in  our  common  work.  It  is  hoped  that  this  partici¬ 
pation  will  be  still  greater  the  coming  year. 

Samuel  W.  Dike, 

Corresponding  Secretary . 


/ 


REPORT  OF  THE  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE 


FOR  THE  YEAR  1888. 


As  the  Committee  is  charged  chiefly  with  securing  sufficient 
means  for  the  work  of  the  League,  the  Report  of  the  Treasurer  may 
be  referred  to  for  the  result.  It  is  a  gratifying  fact  that  all  arrearages 
are  paid  up  and  a  small  balance  is  in  the  Treasury  at  the  end  of  the 
year.  Two  years  ago  the  indebtedness  was  more  than  $1,200,  and  a 
year  ago  $639.38.  The  method  by  which  this  result  has  been 
reached  is  not  altogether  satisfactory,  as  nearly  all  the  receipts  have 
been  secured  by  solicitations  on  the  part  of  the  Corresponding 
Secretary.  Members  of  the  League,  however,  can  assist  only 
incidentally,  and  a  financial  agent  who  is  both  intelligent  and 
zealous  is  not  easily  found.  We  can  only  recommend  that  members 
of  the  Society  seek  opportunity  to  increase  contributions  to  its 
support. 

We  believe  that  a  principal  cause  of  increased  income  is  the 
removal  of  the  Corresponding  Secretary  to  the  vicinity  of  Boston. 
His  residence  there,  however,  is  at  increased  expense,  and  the 
Committee  therefore  advise  that  his  salary  be  advanced  to  two 
thousand  dollars,  should  the  income  of  the  League  warrant  it.  If 
the  present  rate  of  receipts  is  maintained,  six  hundred  dollars  would 
remain  for  general  expenses.  There  seems  reason  to  expect  that 
the  amount  may  be  increased  this  year  to  $3,000,  in  view  of  the 
interest  in  our  objects  which  will  be  awakened  by  the  Report  to 
Congress,  soon  to  be  made  by  the  Commissioner  of  Labor. 

The  Report  of  the  Corresponding  Secretary  indicates  the  wise 
methods  he  has  pursued,  with  the  approval  of  the  Committee, 
and  in  that  respect  we  need  do  no  more  than  to  advise  the  continuance 
of  the  same  policy,  \yith  such  enlargement  as  the  means  of  the 
Society  may  make  possible. 

George  Harris, 

Boston,-  Feb.  13,  1889.  Chairman  of  Executive  Committee. 

23 


* 


TREASURER’S  REPORT. 


Dr. 

1888. 

To  Donations  (as  below),  $2,642.47 


l, 642.47 


1888.  Dec.  31.  To  Balance,  $17.83 


Cr. 


1888. 


By  Salary  of  Corresponding  Sec.  $1,500.00 


Travelling  Expenses, 
Printing,  .  .  .  . 


X> 


ostage  and  Stationery, 
Advertising,  Rent,  etc.,  . 

Bal.  Due  Treas.  Dec.  31,  1887, 
Balance, 


204.67 

146.02 

62.52 

72.03 

639.40 

17.83 

1,642.47 


Wm.  G.  Benedict,  Treasurer. 


Jan.  1  Rev.  George  Z.  Gray,  D.  D.,  Cambridge,  Mass 
3  T.  Williston,  Ashland,  1ST.  Y.  . 

7  C.  A.  Richardson,  Chelsea,  Mass.  . 

7  Rev.  Henry  Fairbanks,  Pli.  D.,  St.  Jolinsbury,  Yt 
7  W.  O.  Grover,  Boston  .  .  . 

7  Rev.  O.  P.  Emerson,  Peacedale,  R.  I. 

24  First  Baptist  Church,  Pawtucket,  R.  I.  . 

24  Dartmouth  College  Church,  Hanover,  1ST.  II. 

25  “  A  Friend,”  Baltimore  .... 

Received  in  January  .... 

Feb.  2  St.  John’s  Church,  Stamford,  Ct.  . 

6  Mrs.  John  Y.  Mason,  Providence  . 

6  Eugene  W.  Mason,  Providence 

7  Thomas  Todd,  Concord,  Mass. 

7  Rev.  W.  E.  Merriman,  D.  D.,  Boston 
7  George  H.  Corliss,  Providence 
9  Col.  Jacob  L.  Greene,  Hartford,  Ct. 

10‘IJon.  Frederick  Billings,  Woodstock,  Yt. 

10  Hon.  William  E.  Dodge,  Yew  York 
13  Rev.  W.  P.  Fisher,  Brunswick,  Me. 

13  Pres.  W.  De  Witt  Hyde,  D.  D.,  Brunswick,  Me. 

13  Bowdoin  College,  (for  expenses  of  lecture) 

13  Portland  Cong’l  Club,  (for  expenses  of  lecture) 


$10.00 

1.50 

3.00 

20.00 

50.00 

1.00 

10.00 

15.46 

2.00 


$112.96 


$10.00 
10.00 
10.00 
5.00 
5.00 
t  20.00 
’  25.00 
100.00 
100.00 
5.00 
5.00 
7.00 
5.00 
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18 

18 

20 

23 

24 

25 

28 

28 

29 

29 

29 

29 

29 

l  5 

9 

13 

15 

16 

17 

18 

20 

20 

23 

26 

27 

29 

30 

3 

10 

11 

12 

14 

20 

24 

24 

24 

26 

4 

5 


25 


f 

Bt.  Bev.  B.  H.  Paddock,  D.  D.,  Boston  .  .  $20.00 

South  Congregational  Church,  Springfield,  Mass.  25.00 

W.  W.  Brown,  Portland,  Me . 10.00 

Mrs.  Parris  T.  Farwell,  Stockbridge,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

A.  C.  Tenney,  Chelsea,  Mass . 1.00 

Bev.  P.  T.  Farwell,  Stockbridge,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

Prof.  William  Lawrence,  Cambridge,  Mass.  .  .  15.00 

George  C.  Shattuck,  M.  D.,  Boston  .  .  .  20.00 

Bev.  W.  W.  Moore,  Hartford,  Ct . 5.00 

Bev.  B.  K.  Pierce,  D.  D.,  Newton,  Mass.  .  .  1.00 

Bev.  Thomas  W.  Thompson,  Worcester,  Mass.  .  5.00 

Bt.  Bev.  H.  A.  Neely,  D.  D.,  Portland,  Me.  .  .  5.00 
Bev.  J.  FI.  Edwards,  New  York  ....  5.00 
Prof.  E.  Y.  Hincks,  D.  D.,  Andover,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 


Beceived  in  February .  $434.00 

“A  Friend,”  Thompson,  Ct . $1.00 

“  G.,”  Newton,  Mass.  ......  1.00 

Joseph  Story  Fay,  Boston  .  .  -  .  .  .  50.00 

Union  Sunday  School,  Marlboro’,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

Mrs.  Emily  W.  Appleton,  Boston  ....  5.00 

Bev.  D.  W.  Waldron,  Boston . 2.00 

“A  Friend,”  Springfield,  Vt . 5.00 

W.  W.  Lockwood,  Springfield,  Mass.  .  .  .  10.00 

Gen.  S.  C.  Armstrong,  Hampton,  Ya.  .  .  .  10.00 

L.  F.  Haskell,  San  Francisco . 5.00 

Prof.  E.  H.  Griffin,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  Williamstown,  Ms.  5.00 

Bev.  W.  H.  Teel,  Walpole,  N.  H . 4.00 

Bev.  W.  H.  Cobb,  Newton  Centre,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

Bev.  W.  H.  Lathe,  Northampton,  Mass  .  .  .  5.00 


Beceived  in  March .  $113.00 

Grace  Church,  New  York . $100.00 

Bev.  C.  W.  Huntington,  Lowell,  Mass.  .  .  .  5.00 

William  G.  Benedict,  Boston . 20.00 

Pres.  G.  B.  D.  Pepper,  D.D.,  LL.D.,  Waterville,  Me.  1.00 

B.  H.  Stearns,  Boston . 25.00 

St.  John’s  Church,  Providence,  B.  I.  25.00 

Bev.  Arthur  Lawrence,  Stockbridge,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

Boland  Mather,  Hartford,  Ct . 10.00 

Prof.  Edward  Conant,  Bandolph,  Yt.  .  .  10.00 

William  F.  Whittemore,  Boston  ....  5.00 


Beceived  in  April .  $206.00 

Hon.  Jeremiah  Halsey,  Norwich,  Ct.  .  .  .  $5.00 

Bev.  A.  B.  Hunter,  Baleigh,  N.  C . 2.00 


2  6 


May  8 
9 
9 
19 

19 

20 
23 
30 
30 


June  13 
13 
19 
19 
21 
27 
29 


July  3 
7 
7 
7 

12 

13 

17 


Aug.  6 
6 
6 

30 

31 


Sept.  11 
14 
17 
17 

17 

18 
18 
19 


J.  N.  Denison,  Boston . $15.00 

Samuel  A.  Pratt,  Worcester,  Mass,  (in  part)  .  13.00 

Charles  A.  Peabody,  M.  D.,  Worcester,  Mass.  .  10.00 

Pres.  Franklin  Carter,  LL.  D.,Williamstown,  Mass.  5.00 

St.  Ann’s  Church,  Lowell . 25.00 

Rev.  F.  H.  Johnson,  Andover,  Mass.  .  .  .  '  20.00 

Central  Congregational  Church,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  91.19 
Pres.  E.  M.  Gallaudet,  LL.  D.,  Washington,  D.  C.  5.00 

Hon.  Seth  Low,  Brooklyn.  1ST.  Y.  .  ' .  .  .  25.00 


Received  in  May .  $216.19 

Hon.  N.  Shipman,  LL.  D.,  Hartford,  Ct.  .  .  $25.00 

Ephraim  Whitman,  Worcester,  Mass.  .  .  .  25.00 

George  Ripley,  Andover,  Mass . -  10.00 

G.  W.  W.  Dove,  Andover,  Mass . 10.00 

Prof.  L.  O.  Brastow,  D.  D,,  Yew  Haven,  Ct.  .  10.00 

Church  of  the  Holy  Trinity,  Philadelphia  .  .  25.00 

St.  Paul’s  Church,  Philadelphia  .  .  .  .  20.00 


Received  in  June  ......  $125.00 


Rev.  C.  H.  Spalding,  Boston . $10.00 

Samuel  A.  Pratt,  Worcester  (balance  of  contribution)  12.00 
Rev.  Alexander  R.  Vinton,  Worcester  .  .  .  10.00 

Trinity  Church,  Boston  ......  100.00 

Hon.  Philip  L.  Moen,  Worcester,  Mass.  .  .  50.00 

State  Street  Congregational  Church,  Portland,  Me.  25.00 
Rev.  Joseph  Cook,  Ticonderoga,  N.  Y.  .  .  .  10.00 


Received  in  July .  $217.00 

Rev.  O.  P.  Gifford,  D.  D.,  Boston  ....  $5.00 

Rev.  W.  S.  Rainsford,  D.  D.,  New  York  .  .  20.00 

Joseph  W.  Smith,  Andover,  Mass . 25.00 

A.  A.  Low,  Brooklyn,  N.  Y.  .  .  .  .  .  25.00 

Prof.  Chas.  W.  Shields,  D.  D.,  LL.  D., 

Princeton,  N.  J.  . 15.00 


Received  in  August . .  $90.00 

\ 

Henry  G.  Marquand,  Princeton,  N.  J.  .  .  .  $10.00 

Samuel  Johnson,  Boston . 10.00 

Mrs.  S.  B.  Cone,  Stockbridge,  Mass.  .  .  .  10.00 

Joseph  H.  Choate,  New  York  .  .  .  .20.00 

D.  R.  Williams,  Stockbridge,  Mass.  .  .  .  10.00 

Elizur  Smith,  Lee,  Mass.  .....  10.00 

J.  L.  Kilbon,  Lee,  Mass. . 5.00 

St.  James  Church,  Great  Barrington,  Mass.  .  .  10.00 
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20 

20 

27 

8 

11 

11 

13 

13 

15 

15 

15 

17 

19 

20 

25 

25 

25 

25 

8 

8 

8 

8 

8 

1 

4 

7 

7 

8 

10 

12 

14 

18 

19 

19 

20 

21 

21 

21 

22 
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Miss  Alice  Eldredge,  Norfolk,  Ct . $10.00 

Prof.  William  Thompson,  D.  D.,  Hartford,  Ct.  .  5.00 

“H.  O.  H.,”  Boston . 10.00 

Congregational  Church,  Auburndale  .  .  .  66.00 


Received  in  September .  $176.00 

Frederick  D.  Allen,  Boston . $10.00 

Charlotte  M.  Brown,  M.  D.,  San  Francisco  .  .  5.00 

S.  B.  Capen,  Boston . 10.00 

Rev.  J.  H.  Denison,  D.  D.,  Williamstown,  Mass.  .  10.00 

Estate  of  Hon.  Horace  Fairbanks,  St.  Johnsbury,  Vt.  50.00 
Immanuel  Church,  New  York  .  .  .  .50.00 

Prof.W.  E.  Huntington,  D.D.,  Newton  Centre,  Mass.  5.00 
Rev.  F.  B.  Makepeace,  Springfield,  Mass.  .  .  5.00 

Rev.  B.  K.  Peirce,  D.  D.,  Newton,  Mass.  .  .  1.00 

Congregational  Church,  Brookline  .  .  .  34.32 

Rev.  T.  T.  Munger,  D.  D.,  New  Haven,  Ct.  .  .  5.00 

Rev.  Augustus  Woodbury,  D.  D.,  Providence  .  5.00 

St.  Stephen’s  Church,  Providence  ....  10.00 

John  McAuslan,  Providence . 10.00 

Frank  W.  Carpenter,  Providence  ....  10.00 


Received  in  October .  $220.32 

Hon.  E.  H.  Bennett,  LL.  D.,  Boston  .  .  .  $10.00 

Grace  Church,  Providence . 50.00 

Rev.  Morgan  Dix,  D.  D.,  D.  C.  L.,  New  York  .  25.00 

Rev.  Daniel  Merriman,  D.  D.,  Worcester  .  .  15.00 
J.  W.  Danielson,  Providence . 20.00 


Received  in  November .  $120.00 

Rev.  E.  K.  Alden,  D.  D.,  Boston  ....  $10.00 

Hon.  Ezra  Farnsworth,  Boston  ....  20.00 

St.  Stephen’s  Church,  Philadelphia  .  .  .  100.00 

Rev.  G.  S.  Dickerman,  Amherst,  Mass.  .  .  .  20.00 

Trinity  Church,  New  Haven,  Ct . 10.00 

Mrs.  Maria  Upham  Drake,  Newton  Centre,  Mass.  10.00 

St.  Luke’s  Church,  Philadelphia  .  .  .  .25.00 

Rev.  Joshua  Coit,  Winchester,  Mass.  .  .  .  2.00 

Rev.  Philip  S.  Moxom,  D.  D.,  Boston,  .  .  .  25.00 

Daniel  S.  Ford,  Boston . 5.00 

Rev.  A.  G.  Lawson,  D.  D.,  Boston  .  .  .  5.00 

Hon.  Simeon  Ef  Baldwin,  New  Haven,  Ct.  .  .  50.00 

Hon.  J.  M.  Allen,  Hartford,  Ct . 10.00 

Joseph  Lippitt,  Providence . 5.00 

Christ  Church,  Hartford,  Ct . 20.00 

Rev.  C.  H.  Williams,  Meriden,  Ct . 5.00 
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Dee.  24  First  Church,  Hartford,  Ct . $25.00 

25  Park  Church,  Norwich,  Ct . 25.00 

27  Joseph  H.  Gray,  Boston . 10.00 

28  Asylum  Hill  Church,  Hartford,  Ct.  .  .  .  25.00 

29  Central  Congregational  Church,  Providence  .  .  25.00 

31  St.  Bartholomew’s  Church,  New  York  .  .  .  100.00 

31  Emmanuel  Church,  Boston . 20.00 


31  Rev.  G.  L.  Demarest,  D.  D.,  Manchester,  N.  H.  .  10.00 

31  Rev.  Theodore  D.  Woolsey,  D.  D.,  LL.D., 

New  Haven,  Ct. . 50.00 

Received  in  December .  $612.00 

Total  receipts  in  1888  .  $2,642.47 


i 


/ 


STATISTICS  OF  DIVORCE. 


We  give  some  statistics  of  Divorce  drawn  from  the  advance 
sheets  of  the  Report  of  Hon.  Carroll  D.  Wright,  United  States 
Commissioner  of  Labor,  on  Statistics  of  and  Laws  relating  to 
Marriage  and  Divorce  in  the  United  States.  1867 — 1886,  including 
an  appendix  relating  to  the  same  in  Europe.  The  official  Report 
may  be  had,  when  printed,  some  months  hence,  on  application  to 
Members  of  Congress. 

The  following  table  is  the  summary  of  a  table  showing  divorces, 
including  marriages  where  statistics  could  be  obtained,  by  counties 
for  each  year  during  the  period  covered  throughout  the  entire 
United  States  except  about  4  per  cent,  of  the  counties  having  less 
than  2  per  cent,  of  the  population.  It  is  given  entire,  as  showing 
the  movement  and  volume  of  divorces  in  this  country.  It  is 
impossible,  before  the  Report  is  in  print,  to  give  full  explanations  of 
the  effect  changes  in  the  laws  have  had  upon  the  movement 
of  Divorce  Statistics.  But  we  can  now  say  that  the  only  States  in 
which  divorces  were  fewer  in  1886  than  in  1867 — Maine,  Vermont 
and  Connecticut,  and  probably  Michigan  since  1886 — are  those  in 
which  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League  and  its  friends  have 
secured  improved  legislation.  The  rate  of  increase  has  been 
checked  somewhat  in  one  or  two  other  States  by  better  legislation. 
The  enormous  number  of  divorces  in  Utah  in  1876  and  1 877  was 
mainly  due  to  the  abuse  of  the  existing  divorce  laws  by  Eastern 
people.  The  repeal  of  these  laws,  it  is  said,  was  in  part  brought 
about  by  the  Mormon  authorities  themselves. 


1867  TO  1886,  BY 


DIVORCES, 


[From  the  Special  Report  on  the  Statistics  of  Marriage  and  Divorce, 


STATES 

AND 

TERRITORIES. 

1867 

1868 

■ 

1869 

1870 

1871 

1872 

1873 

1874 

1875 

Alabama . 

78 

91 

90 

114 

106 

117 

143 

163 

146 

Arizona . 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

2 

1 

Arkansas . 

121 

83 

113 

113 

132 

129 

143 

144 

187 

California . 

200 

206 

297 

298 

287 

368 

489 

535 

573 

Colorado . 

4 

9 

9 

30 

28 

42 

'  59 

63 

83 

Connecticut . 

500 

493 

497 

412 

412 

449 

461 

531 

498 

Dakota . 

1 

2 

9 

2 

9 

10 

12 

Delaware . 

25 

1 

21 

1 

21 

25 

8 

4 

District  of  Columbia . 

28 

23 

24 

39 

47 

67 

64 

73 

56 

Florida . 

32 

28 

52 

57 

29 

'  51 

58 

61 

85 

Georgia . 

127 

82 

112 

118 

148 

143 

175 

182 

196 

Idaho . 

12 

7 

12 

9 

14 

7 

8 

3 

10 

Illinois . 

1,071 

1,125 

1,179 

1,178 

1,250 

1,745 

1,787 

1,678 

1,647 

Indiana . 

1,096 

1,126 

1,210 

1,170 

1,139 

1,157 

864 

1,002 

1,052 

Iowa . 

504 

553 

584 

570 

627 

617 

709 

662 

675 

Kansas . . 

76 

113 

122 

158 

256 

280 

236 

296 

220 

Kentucky . 

292 

320 

332 

368 

414 

404 

460 

436 

432 

Louisiana . 

33 

34 

41 

30 

35 

32 

49 

70 

90 

Maine . 

408 

416 

365 

357 

402 

387 

365 

466 

447 

Maryland . 

83 

83 

86 

84 

89 

109 

87 

81 

97 

Massachusetts . 

318 

369 

359 

404 

331 

337 

442 

611 

547 

Michigan . . 

449 

509 

493 

554 

630 

620 

705 

794 

864 

Minnesota . 

52 

73 

84 

83 

111 

108 

137 

131 

135 

Mississippi . 

49 

59 

75 

85 

105 

170 

169 

176 

171 

Missouri . 

362 

387 

426 

491 

615 

584 

621 

664 

668 

Montana . 

17 

11 

14 

14 

19 

18 

20 

17 

9 

Nebraska . 

10 

23 

39 

30 

49 

37 

80 

87 

81 

Nevada . 

37 

62 

40 

28 

40 

39 

72 

72 

65 

New  Hampshire . 

136 

143 

186 

163 

153 

200 

209 

281 

231 

New  Jersey . 

60 

79 

79 

89 

83 

84 

92 

108 

127 

New  Mexico . 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

4 

4 

3 

New  York . 

771 

761 

824 

731 

668 

592 

630 

716 

657 

North  Carolina . 

21 

24 

22 

41 

22 

37 

46 

53 

65 

Ohio . 

901 

848 

1,013 

992 

975 

1,065 

1,126 

1,090 

1,177 

Oregon . 

81 

66 

77 

64 

81 

79 

64 

99 

96 

Pennsylvania . 

575 

606 

689 

623 

665 

615 

707 

710 

655 

Rhode  Island . 

195 

209 

167 

202 

165 

222 

193 

240 

184 

South  Carolina . 

5 

1 

7 

16 

•  17 

35 

Tennessee . 

287 

226 

299 

284 

319 

363 

431 

364 

387 

Texas . 

91 

104 

108 

163 

233 

236 

286 

299 

370 

Utah . 

88 

58 

75 

82 

84 

100 

134 

149 

295 

Vermont . 

157 

161 

137 

164 

211 

152 

170 

182 

190 

Virginia . 

90 

77 

67 

62 

86 

65 

88 

91 

106 

Washington . 

20 

29 

12 

15 

20 

29 

29 

35 

21 

West  Virginia . 

72 

60 

79 

80 

85 

89 

89 

103 

91 

Wisconsin . 

406 

409 

417 

396 

378 

414 

390 

416 

455 

Wyoming . 

t 

3 

2 

13 

10 

19 

12 

14 

16 

The  United  States.. 

9,937 

10,150 

10,939 

10,962 

11,586 

12,390 

13,156 

13,989 

14,212 

STATES  AND  TERRITORIES 


made  to  Congress  by  Carroll  D.  Wright,  Com’r  of  Labor,  Feb.,  1889.] 


1876 

1877 

1878 

1879 

. 

1880 

1881 

1882 

1883 

1884 

1885 

1886 

Total. 

183 

194 

268 

327 

300 

413 

395 

486 

413 

515 

662 

5,204 

237 

9 

8 

5 

28 

23 

17 

22 

34 

27 

22 

30 

243 

256 

334 

383 

464 

510 

422 

497 

539 

582 

646 

6,041 

588 

630 

594 

664 

683 

829 

858 

986 

1,049 

974 

1,010 

12,118 

91 

102 

138 

153 

250 

362 

440 

510 

476 

387 

451 

3,687 

380 

412 

412 

325 

346 

428 

401 

423 

344 

398 

420 

8,542 

1,087 

16 

15 

17 

30 

72 

77 

123 

153 

172 

188 

179 

6 

16 

6 

36 

5 

20 

6 

27 

11 

41 

9 

289 

58 

74 

49 

40 

66 

65 

55 

66 

81 

55 

75 

1,105 

85 

89 

104 

130 

149 

153 

174 

200 

158 

201 

232 

2,128 

197 

211 

123 

223 

253 

215 

284 

258 

292 

295 

325 

3,959 

9 

9 

8 

16 

23 

14 

36 

30 

36 

52 

53 

368 

1,659 

1,647 

1,748 

1,842 

2,139 

2,326 

2,375 

2,455 

2,342 

2,273 

2,606 

36,072 

1,014 

1,151 

1,183 

1,271 

1,423 

1,495 

1,540 

1,607 

1,534 

1,504 

1,655 

25,193 

846 

854 

842 

854 

1,001 

1,063 

1,150 

1,043 

1,164 

574 

1,119 

1,127 

16,564 

261 

261 

357 

387 

442 

444 

558 

643 

690 

817 

7,191 

510 

550 

531 

537 

567 

660 

615 

640 

668 

755 

757 

10,248 

78 

68 

70 

87 

109 

112 

94 

157 

143 

168 

197 

1,697 

436 

495 

410 

510 

600 

496 

529 

373 

244 

332 

374 

8,412 

91 

83 

82 

99 

128 

103 

138 

157 

173 

167 

165 

2,185 

511 

520 

572 

550 

595 

387 

532 

631 

649 

623 

565 

9,853 

800 

927 

993 

1,110 

176 

1,149 

1,313 

1,335 

1,383 

1,239 

1,227 

1,339 

18,433 

3,623 

148 

140 

151 

228 

223 

277 

301 

328 

358 

379 

172 

172 

189 

295 

429 

421 

393 

449 

475 

482 

504 

5,040 

683 

728 

737 

727 

930 

951 

1,029 

1,107 

1,158 

1,193 

1,217 

15,278 

15 

15 

38 

27 

38 

55 

86 

70 

97 

112 

130 

822 

106 

115 

130 

184 

198 

191 

271 

315 

314 

338 

436 

3,034 

1,128 

72 

80 

84 

78 

64 

61 

44 

51 

57 

38 

44 

252 

237 

235 

265 

352 

303 

318 

308 

312 

314 

381 

4,979 

117 

104 

120 

146 

135 

147 

190 

176 

234 

186 

286 

2,642 

5 

5 

3 

8 

8 

12 

39 

44 

34 

39 

40 

255 

629 

569 

657 

704 

834 

853 

983 

881 

953 

936 

1,006 

15,355 

65 

46 

74 

77 

84 

83 

104 

88 

106 

117 

163 

1,338 

1,153 

1,160 

1,345 

1,441 

152 

1,553 

174 

1,594 

1,701 

1,758 

1,746 

1,840 

1,889 

26,367 

110 

126 

138 

169 

170 

216 

188 

210 

249 

2,609 

638 

677 

769 

725 

951 

995 

1,133 

1,046 

1,067 

1,018 

1,1.56 

257 

16,020 

191 

17 

197 

26 

213 

39 

226 

274 

287 

280 

265 

270 

225 

4,462 

163 

409 

506 

515 

551 

680 

586 

566 

626 

628 

797 

801 

9,625 

11,472 

356 

455 

497 

641 

786 

959 

1,024 

1,185 

1,171 

1,182 

1,326 

709 

914 

298 

122 

115 

145 

141 

162 

146 

142 

119 

4.078 

157 

178 

192 

132 

138 

158 

167 

174 

198 

91 

129 

3,238 

112 

113 

153 

132 

164 

179 

196 

219 

212 

185 

238 

2,635 

26 

28 

37 

40 

65 

67 

73 

99 

109 

114 

128 

996 

98 

110 

118 

142 

120 

204 

176 

193 

194 

235 

217 

2,555 

471 

396 

486 

468 

535 

599 

638 

679 

637 

698 

700 

9,988 

18 

18 

25 

22 

,  21 

18 

31 

27 

32 

54 

46 

401 

14,800 

15,687 

16,089 

17,083 

19,663 

20,762 

22,112 

23,198 

22,994 

23,472 

25,535 

328,716 

Some  other  interesting  facts  are  drawn  from  the  official  tables. 
The  divorces  in  18S6  were  156.9  per  cent,  more  than  in  1867.  The 
increase  of  population  in  this  time  was  probably  little  more  than  60 
per  cent.  Taking  the  divorces  by  quinquennial  periods,  there  were 
53,574  in  the  first,  68,547  ^ie  second,  or  an  increase  of  27.9  per 
cent,  over  the  first;  89,284  in  the  third,  being  an  increase  of  30.2 
per  cent,  over  the  second;  and  117,311  in  the  fourth  period  of  five 
years,  or  an  increase  of  31.3  per  cent,  over  the  third.  By  decennial 
periods,  there  were  122,121  divorces  in  the  first  ten  years,  and 
206,595  in  the  last  ten,  or  an  increase  of  69.1  per  cent. 

A  study  of  this  table,  in  connection  with  others  given,  brings 
out  some  remarkable  facts.  The  movement  is  well-nigh  universal 
throughout  the  country.  The  great  volume  of  it  is  in  the  North 
and  West,  but  the  most  rapid  increase  in  proportion  to  the  increase 
of  population  is  in  the  South.  By  quinquennial  periods,  it  is  as 
follows  in  the  three  great  sections  :  The  fourteen  Northern  States 
east  of  the  Mississippi  River,  with  5  1  per  cent,  of  the  population, 
in  1880  granted  36,809,  or  68.7  per  cent,  of  all  the  divorces  in  the 
first  five  years,  and  60,478,  or  51.6  per  cent,  in  the  last  five  years. 
Here  the  population  increased  between  1S70  and  1880  about  20  per 
cent.,  while  the  divorces  in  the  last  five  years  were  64  per  cent, 
more  than  in  the  first  five.  The  old  slave  States  granted  10,042 
divorces  in  the  first  five  years,  or  18.7  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
number  ;  and  32,952,  or  27.3  per  cent,  of  the  whole  in  the  last  five 
years.  Here  the  divorces  increased  228  per  cent.,  while  the 
population  increased  33  per  cent.,  between  1870  and  1S80.  In  the 
remaining  States  and  Territories,  west  of  the  Mississippi,  there 
were  6,723  divorces  in  the  first  period  and  23,881  in  the  fourth,  an 
increase  of  255  per  cent.  But  here  population  in  the  census  decade 
increased  S4  per  cent,  and  probably  much  more  accordingly  in  the 
twenty  years  than  even  this  figure  shows. 

A  table  gives  the  ratio  of  estimated  existing  married  couples  to 
one  divorce  in  1880.  We  arrange  the  statistics  for  the  latter  year 
in  the  order  of  the  magnitude  of  the  ratios,  giving  the  worst  State 
first.  Maine,  it  should  be  observed,  has  been  taken  out  of  this  place 
since  18S3.  Other  slight  changes  would  probably  be  made  if  the 
year  1886  could  be  taken. 
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States  and  Married  Couples 

Territories.  to  one  Divorce. 

States  and  Married  Couples 

Territories.  to  one  Divorce. 

States  and  Married  Couples 

Territories.  to  one  Divorce. 

Colorado . 

. 136 

Arizona . 

...307 

Massachusetts . 

....  566 

Nevada . 

. 170 

Arkansas . 

...326 

Minnesota . 

....  647 

Wyoming . 

. 173 

Dakota . 

...328 

Alabama . 

....  795 

Oregon . 

. 175 

Connecticut . 

..340 

Pennsylvania  . . . . . 

....  851 

Montana . 

. 180 

Florida . 

...341 

W.  Virginia . 

....  974 

New  Hampshire 

. 186 

Texas . 

...382 

New  York . 

....1,151 

Rhode  Island... 

. 190 

Ohio . 

...389 

Georgia . 

....1,152 

Washington  .... 

. 202 

Tennessee . 

...425 

Maryland . 

....1,380 

Maine . 

. 204 

Kansas . 

...428 

New  Jersey . 

....1,583 

Utah . 

. 219 

Nebraska . 

...431 

Louisiana . 

....1,629 

California _ _ _ 

. 239 

Missouri . 

..440 

Virginia . 

....1,743 

Idaho . 

. 248 

Vermont . 

New  Mexico . 

....2,615 

Indiana . 

. 262 

Wisconsin . 

...464 

North  Carolina. . . . 

....3,149 

Michigan . 

. 269 

Mississippi . 

...498 

Delaware . 

Illinois . 

. 271 

Dist.  of  Columbia  . . 

...508 

South  Carolina.. . . 

Iowa . 

. 306 

Kentucky . 

...549 

In  the  sixteen  worst,  out  of  twenty-nine  selected  cities  having  the 
highest  ratios,  the  number  of  married  couples  in  1880  to  one 
divorce  in  the  county  embracing  the  city,  and  in  the  rest  of  the 
State,  was  as  follows,  following  this  time  the  order  of  the  cities  : 


Married  Couples  in 
the  County 
to  one  Divorce. 


County  contain¬ 
ing  City. 

Indianapolis .  128 

Providence .  180 

San  Francisco . 182 

Chicago .  183 

Portland,  Me .  185 

Nashville .  216 

Cleveland .  221 

Memphis . i .  243 

Milwaukee .  251 

St.  Louis .  274 

New  Haven .  292 

Detroit .  296 

Louisville .  363 

Boston .  469 

Dist.  of  Columbia .  508 

Savannah .  531 


Married  Couples  in 
rest  of  State 
to  one  Divorce. 

.  278 

.  220 

.  270 

.  308 

.  207 

.  452 

.  409 

.  446 

.  516 

.  498 

.  359 

.  266 

.  580 

.  600 

.  508 

.  1,193 


Very  likely  the  examination  of  all  the  cities  in  the  country 
would  have  put  Denver,  Portland,  Ore.,  and  possibly  one  or  two 
others,  into  this  list.  It  should  be  observed,  that  while  in  this  table 


every  city  except  Detroit  has  a  higher  ratio  than  its  State  outside 
the  county  of  the  city,  there  are  probably  some  rural  counties  in 
most  of  these  States  having  a  higher  divorce  rate  than  the  largest 
city  of  the  State. 
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In  the  entire  twenty  years,  20  per  cent,  of  the  328,716  divorces 
were  granted  for  adultery,  16  for  cruelty,  38  for  desertion,  4  for 
drunkenness,  and  so  on.  But  these,  of  course,  give  no  indication 
of  the  relative  existence  of  these  causes  in  the  different  States.  For 
example,  one-half  of  all  the  divorces  granted  for  drunkenness  in  the 
entire  period  were  in  the  four  States  of  Illinois,  Ohio,  Iowa  and 
Massachusetts,  where  they  made  nearly  14  per  cent,  of  the  whole 
number.  Yet  no  one  should  infer  that  these  are  an  exact  indication 
of  the  facts,  even  in  these  States,  much  less  of  the  prevalence  of 
this  vice  in  them  over  others.  A  similar  caution  is  needed  in  the  use 
of  the  figures  relating  to  the  other  assigned  causes,  since  all  these 
are  dependent  upon  the  peculiarities  of  the  statutes  and  the  ease  or 
difficulty  of  making  out  cases  under  them. 

The  length  of  married  life  before  divorce  takes  place,  which 
ranges  in  different  States  from  about  eight  to  twelve  years,  will  be 
given  in  the  Official  Report  in  detail.  The  number  of  children  of 
divorced  parties,  the  proportion  of  cases  in  certain  representative 
counties  in  which  alimony  was  granted,  and  those  in  which  notice 
to  defendant  was  served  by  publication,  and  other  matters  are 
taken  up.  A  very  interesting  part,  upon  which  we  cannot  at 
present  give  the  figures,  is  a  pretty  full  statement  of  the  proportion 
of  the  divorce  cases  which  arose  from  marriages  that  occurred 
within  the  State  and  out  of  it.  This  will  give  some  basis  for 
opinion  on  migration  from  State  to  State  for  the  purpose  of  divorce. 

European  statistics  of  great  value  are  found  in  the  Appendix 
to  the  Report.  From  these,  we  find  that  divorce  and  separation 
together  are  increasing  in  Europe  in  much  the  same  ratio  as  in  the 
United  States  ;  but  so  far  the  volume  of  the  movement,  as  shown 
by  the  ratio  of  divorces  to  marriages,  is  generally  much  smaller  than 
in  this  country.  The  eleven  European  countries,  including  Canada, 
which  give  statistics  for  both  years,  had  3,541  divorces  in  1867  and 
9,200  in  1886.  Between  1876  and  1886  thirteen  countries  reporting 
increased  their  divorces  from  6,540  to  10,909,  or  67  per  cent.  In 
the  same  period,  the  increase  in  the  United  States  was  72.5  per 
cent.  In  all  the  European  countries  reporting  in  1885,  there  were 
23,735  divorces.  Probably  those  granted  in  all  Europe  in  1886 
would  exceed  but  little  those  of  the  United  States  for  the  same  year. 
The  exceptions  to  the  general  rate  of  increase  in  Europe  are,  as  in 
the  United  States,  very  few.  Some  of  the  statistics  between  1867 
and  1886  are  as  follows:  Canada  granted  no  divorces  in  1867,  but 
had  4  in  1868,  and  12  in  1885  ;  England  granted  130  in  1867  and 
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372  in  1886;  Scotland  increased  from  32  to  96;  Baden  from  19  to 
143  ;  Bavaria  declined  from  270  to  238  ;  Hesse  increased  from  28 
to  53  ;  Saxony  from  396  to  917  ;  Wurtemburg  from  94  to  161  ;  the 
Netherlands  from  133  to  418;  Sweden  from  128  to  226;  and 
Norway  from  33  in  1870  to  54  in  1884;  other  countries  for  other 
years  are  Alsace-Lorraine  from  56  in  1874  to  117  in  1886  ;  the  city  of 
Hamburg  from  145  in  1880  to  287  in  1886  ;  Prussia  from  2,329  in 
1881  to  3,808  in  1886  ;  Roumania  from  276  in  1871  to  432  in  1880; 
the  German  Empire  entire  from  5,263  in  1882  to  6,078  in  1886; 
Denmark  from  479  in  1871  to  577  in  1881  ;  and  Russia  from  892  in 
1867  to  1,196  in  1S85  ;  Austria  and  Hungary  increase  their  divorces 
very  little  for  the  five  and  ten  years.  Italy  decreased  from  723  in 
1869  to  556  in  1885. 

Discussions  of  uniform  laws  and  of  changes  in  law  to  meet  the 
increase  are  becoming  frequent  in  Europe. 

The  following  is  the  substantial  part  of  the  article  by  Mr. 
Gladstone,  in  notice  of  Margaret  Lee’s  recent  novel  on  Divorce.  It 
is  from  the  Nineteenth  Century  for  February,  1889. 

The  greatest  and  deepest  of  all  human  controversies  is  the 
marriage  controversy.  It  appears  to  be  surging  up  on  all  sides 
around  us ;  and  every  book  which  helps  definitely  to  map  out  its 
lines  has  on  that  account  both  interest  and  value. 

It  is  in  America  that,  from  whatever  cause,  this  controversy  has 
reached  a  stage  of  development  more  advanced  than  elsewhere. 
Moreover,  the  present  social  life  of  America  offers  at  all  points  a 
profoundly  important  field  of  observation,  towards  which  European 
eyes  have  hardly  yet  begun  to  be  turned.  This  social  life,  if  it  does 
not  already  embrace  the  largest  province  of  the  entire  social  life  of 
civilized  man,  will  shortly  embrace  not  the  largest  only,  but  the 
largest  beyond  all  comparison,  and  will  form,  in  constantly  growing 
proportions,  a  telling  element  in  the  general  condition  of  Christen¬ 
dom,  and  even  of  humanity  at  large . The  true  meaning  of 

a  discussion  which  calls  into  question  the  ancient  and  specially 
Christian  constitution  of  the  Family  is  that  it  is  a  vast  upthrow  in 
the  world  of  thought  and  fact  which,  if  consummated,  will  change 
in  time  the  whole  moral  surface  of  the  earth,  and  shift,  in  a 
revolutionary  sense,  the  polarity  of  life. 

The  chief  spur  thrown  out  laterally  from  this  great  upthrow  is 
in  America.  Many  a  reader  on  this  side  the  water  will  be  startled 
when  he  learns  that  in  the  old  State  of  Connecticut  one  marriage  is 
dissolved  in  every  ten,  and  in  the  new  State  of  California  one  in 
every  seven.  He  may  learn  with  equal  surprise  that  in  South 
Carolina  there  is  (as  I  am  informed)  no  legal  divorce  whatever ;  I 
mean,  of  course,  divorce  which  leads  the  way  to  re-marriage. 
Again,  it  is  necessary  to  bear  in  mind,  that  the  divorces  as  well  as 
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the  marriages  of  any  one  State  are  acknowledged  in  the  Courts  of 
every  other.  I  understand  that  the  experience  of  America  as  well 
as  of  this  country  tends  to  show  that  divorce  is  largely  associated 
with  that  portion  of  communities  which  is  lacking  in  solid  and 
stable  conditions  of  life  generally.  America  may  suffer  specially 
from  the  shiftings  of  relative  position  and  circumstance,  incidental  to 
a  forward  movement  in  things  material,  of  an  unexampled  rapidity. 
And  it  may  also  be  true  that  a  State  like  Connecticut  has  to  answer 
for  many  offences  not  her  own,  though  she- cannot  be  exempted 
from  full  responsibility  for  the  laws  she  has  chosen  to  enact.  We 
must  beware  of  all  sweeping  and  premature  conclusions.  But  it 
seems  indisputable  that  America  is  the  arena  on  which  many  of  the 
problems  connected  with  the  marriage  state  are  in  course  of  being 
rapidly,  painfully  and  perilously  tried  out.  In  so  far  she  is 
intrusted,  like  a  prcerogativa  tribus ,  with  the  destinies  of  others, 
and  may  do  much  by  her  example  to  make  or  mar  them. 

The  following  is  the  reply  which  Mr.  Gladstone  made  on 
receiving  some  information  he  had  asked  of  Mr.  Dike  through 
Bishop  Paddock  : 

Rev.  S.  W.  Dike,  LL.  D  . ,  Auburndale,  Mass.,  United  States  of  America. 

Reverend  Sir:  I  thank  you  very  much,  and  the  Bishop  also, 
for  the  tracts  you  have  sent  me.  I  have  had  the  advantage,  too,  of 
a  conversation  with  Bishop  Paddock. 

My  attention  had  for  some  time  been  drawn  to  the  condition 
both  of  law  and  of  practice  touching  Divorce  in  some  of  the  States 
of  the  Union,  and  the  facts  caused  me  some  alarm  as  to  the  future 
of  your  great  country. 

I  contemplate  with  interest  every  movement  which  may  bring  us 
nearer  to  the  Christian  standard  even  without  attaining  it,  a  gradual 
progress  being  the  only  one  possible,  and  the  one  ordained. 

Personally  I  hold  by  the  law  of  the  whole  Western  Church, 
which  teaches  marriage  to  be  indissoluble,  and  regards  severance  a 
mensa  et  thoro  as  the  expedient  allowed  in  cases  where  the  gravest 
difficulties  may  have  arisen  within  the  married  state. 

With  best  wishes,  your  very  obedient  and  faithful 

Haw arden,  Sept.  6,  1888.  W.  E.  GLADSTONE. 

The  National  Divorce  Reform  League  is  to  be  congratulated  on 
the  measure  of  success  thus  far  attained.  It  is  the  first  and  only 
organized  movement  in  this  country,  if  not  in  the  world,  whose 
object  is  to  save  that  most  divine  of  earthly  institutions,  the  home, 
from  the  increasing  peril  of  disruption.  It  is  but  the  rendering  of 
honor  to  whom  honor  is  due  when  we  say  that  the  hopeful  outlook 
of  to-day,  as  compared  with  a  period  so  recent  as  even  six  years 
ago,  is  far  more  attributable  to  the  exertions  of  the  League,  whose 
annual  meeting  was  held  yesterday,  than  to  any  other  visible  human 
agency. — Boston  Advertiser ,  Reb.  14 ,  i88g. 


CONSTITUTION 


OF  THE 

flatiopal  Diuore^  Reform  Lea<^. 


Article  I.  This  Association  shall  be  called  the  National  Divorce  Reform 
League. 

Art.  II.  Its  object  shall  be  to  promote  an  improvement  in  public  sentiment  and 
legislation  on  the  institution  of  the  Family,  especially  as  affected  by  existing  evils 
relating  to  Marriage  and  Divorce.  It  may  co-operate  with  auxiliary  or  other  bodies 
having  similar  aims  in  such  ways  as  may  be  deemed  expedient. 

Art.  III.  It  shall  consist  of  the  following  persons,  having  power  to  fill  vacancies 
and  to  add  to  their  number. 

Art.  IV.  The  officers  of  this  Society  shall  be  a  President,  not  more  than  five 
Vice-Presidents,  a  Recording  Secretary,  a  Corresponding  Secretary,  a  Treasurer,  and  an 
Executive  Committee  of  not  more  than  twelve  persons,  of  which  Committee  the 
Corresponding  Secretary  shall  be  a  member,  and  of  which  not  less  than  three  shall 
constitute  a  quorum,  having  the  duties  indicated  in  their  several  offices ;  to  be  elected 
at  the  Annual  Meeting,  and  to  hold  office  until  their  successors  are  appointed. 

Art.  V.  The  League  shall  hold  its  Annual  Meeting  on  the  first  Wednesday  in 
January,  unless  otherwise  directed  by  the  Executive  Committee,  and  at  such  hour 
and  place  as  shall  be  indicated  in  the  call  of  the  Committee. 

Art.  VI.  Amendments  of  this  Constitution,  of  which  due  notice  shall  have  been 
given  in  the  call  of  any  Annual  Meeting,  may  be  adopted  at  such  meeting  by  the  vote 
of  two-thirds  of  the  members  present. 

All  Communications  concerning  the  work  of  the  League  and  its  general  business 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Corresponding  Secretary,  Rev.  Samuel  W.  Dike,  LL.  D., 
Auburndale,  Mass. 

Contributions  should  be  sent  to  the  Treasurer,  William  G.  Benedict,  Esq.,  610 
Atlantic  Avenue,  Boston. 


FORM  OF  BEQUEST. 

I  hereby  give  and  bequeath  to  the  National  Divorce  Reform  League,  a 
Corporation  created  by  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Connecticut,  or  its  successors  or 

assigns,  the  sum  of . dollars,  the  principal  [or  income  as  may 

be  desired]  of  which  is  to  be  used  for  the  purposes  for  which  said  Corporation  was 
chartered. 


